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1.1.

1.2.

1.3.

Introduction

This Statement of Community Involvement has been prepared on behalf of the
University of Cambridge (the Applicant) to accompany the suite of information
submitted for the planning application for the Proposed Development. This document
sets out the ongoing community engagement and stakeholder consultation process.

This document outlines the process that the Applicant has undertaken in order to
progress the Proposed Development and illustrates the use of a masterplan as a tool
for establishing development parameters which ensure the development is robust
and will encourage mixed and balanced communities.

The structure of the Statement is as follows:

e Section 2 outlines the context of the planning application.

e Section 3 outlines the planning policy context for undertaking community and
stakeholder consultation.

e Section 4 sets out the pre-submission consultation and communication
process.

e Section 5 outlines the outcomes of the consultation process.

e Section 6 contains the conclusion.
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Context of the Planning Application

The Proposed Development provides the University with a unique opportunity to meet a
specific element of its staff recruitment needs, through establishing a new urban quarter
of Cambridge. The Application Site is located to the north west of Cambridge City and
straddles land within the administrative areas of both South Cambridgeshire District
Council and Cambridge City Council. The Application Site sits at a strategic gateway
location between key approaches into Cambridge City, Huntingdon Road and Madingley
Road.

The planning submission, which includes proposals for several land uses and a
landscaping strategy, involves the development of the area within the joint Cambridge
City Council and South Cambridgeshire District Council North West Cambridge Area
Action Plan (AAP) boundary area.

The outer boundary of the Application Site is defined by the M11 which defines the
western boundary of the site. The Application Site is screened along Huntingdon Road
by existing residential development and does not have significant frontage, aside from
the M11. The Madingley Road frontage is shielded by University buildings, residential
development and the Madingley Road Park & Ride. The historic core of Cambridge is
between 1.5 — 2 km from the site and within easy reach on both foot and bicycle. To the
North of the Application Site, approximately 4 kms from the city and the other side of
Huntingdon Road is Girton, a village of 4,500 people

Planning Application Components

The Statement of Community Involvement (SCI) is one document provided as part of a
suite of documents that supports the planning application. The SCI should be read in
conjunction with the accompanying Application Forms, Notices and Schedules, the
planning application drawings and the accompanying documents listed below.
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Planning Policy Context
Introduction

This section outlines the legislative and planning policy context for undertaking
community and stakeholder consultation.

The legislative and planning policy context for undertaking community and stakeholder
consultation comprises the emerging Localism Bill and the draft National Planning Policy
Framework, the Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004, Planning Policy
Statement 12: Local Spatial Planning and local policy documents.

The Emerging Legislative and Planning Policy Framework
The Localism Bill

The Localism Bill that is currently progressing through Parliament and is expected to
come into force as the Localism Act by November 2011, proposes significant
amendments to current legislation relevant to the Application Site, including but not
limited to the Town and Country Planning Act 1990, the Planning and Compulsory
Purchase Act 2004, the Planning Act 2008 and the Local Democracy, Economic
Development and Construction Act 2009. Barring further changes, the Bill will ultimately
devolve greater powers to councils and neighbourhoods and gives local communities
more control over housing and planning decisions. A key principle of the government’s
localism agenda is to give power back to local people, and a new requirement for
compulsory community engagement at the pre-application stage is one way through
which this will be achieved.

The new requirement for developers to undertake compulsory community engagement

prior to the submission of planning applications is designed to increase the amount of

high quality planning permissions delivered through the planning system by:

e Promoting the involvement of local communities in the development of significant
proposals that will affect them.

¢ Reducing the number of objections to major planning applications after they have
been submitted.

e Promoting better quality planning applications.

¢ Providing an opportunity for parties to achieve early consensus on controversial
issues before proposals are finalised, and.

e Providing an inclusive and transparent approach to the consideration of planning
applications.

The Draft National Planning Policy Framework

At the national level, the Government has also published the draft National Planning
Policy Framework (NPPF) for consultation (July 2011) as detailed below.

The NPPF will replace the current suite of National Planning Policy Statements, Planning
Policy Guidance notes and some Circulars with a single, streamlined document. The
NPPF will set out the Government’s economic, environmental and social planning



3.7.

3.8.
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policies for England. Taken together, these policies articulate the Government’s vision of
sustainable development, which should be interpreted and applied locally to meet local
aspirations.

The NPPF sets out three objectives for sustainable development. Paragraph 10 of the
draft NPPF notes that “for the planning system delivering sustainable development
means:
Planning for prosperity (an economic role) — use the planning system to build a
strong, responsive and competitive economy, by ensuring that sufficient land of the
right type, and in the right places, is available to allow growth and innovation; and by
identifying and coordinating development requirements, including the provision of
infrastructure.

Planning for people (a social role) — use the planning system to promote strong,
vibrant and healthy communities, by providing an increased supply of housing to
meet the needs of present and future generations; and by creating a good quality
built environment, with accessible local services that reflect the community’s needs
and supports its health and well-being; and

Planning for places (an environmental role) — use the planning system to protect and
enhance our natural, built and historic environment, to use natural resources
prudently and to mitigate and adapt to climate change, including moving to a low-
carbon economy”.

In terms of meeting a new communities needs, at paragraph 124 the NPPF states that
the Government’s objective is to create strong, vibrant and healthy communities, by
creating a good quality built environment, with accessible local services that reflect
community needs and support well-being. To achieve this objective the planning system
should:
e Create a built environment that facilitates social interaction and inclusive
communities.
e Deliver the right community facilities, schools, hospitals and services to meet
local needs; and
e Ensure access to open spaces and recreational facilities that promote the health
and well-being of the community.

While there are no specific references to consultation within the Draft NPPF the
objectives around meeting local aspirations and needs need to be informed by effective
consultation.

Current Legislative and Planning Policy Framework

The Planning and Compulsory Purchase Act 2004 emphasises the need to involve and
engage with the local community. This is reiterated by national planning guidance
contained within Planning Policy Statement 12 (PPS12), which states that planning
authorities will produce ‘Statements of Community Involvement’ (SCI) which set out how
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communities will be engaged in the consideration of planning applications. It is the
intention of SCls to “ensure the active, meaningful and continued involvement of local
communities and stakeholders throughout the process”.

PPS1 reinforces this approach, stating that “community involvement is an essential
element in delivering sustainable development and creating sustainable and safe
communities.”

Consultation is, therefore, recognised as a means of balancing competing interest
groups and securing mutually compatible solutions and has thus underpinned the
preparation of this planning application.

At the local level, in line with PPS12, the South Cambridgeshire District Council adopted
their Statement of Community Involvement (“SCI”) for the entire authority on 26 January
2010.

The statement advises that the Council does not ask for a statement of the pre-
application consultations when a planning application is submitted. However it states that
it would be helpful for both the community and the Council to understand what
consultation has been undertaken and how it has influenced the scheme. The SCI
therefore states that a statement could include who was consulted; the method, and
timing of consultation and the feedback and how it was addressed in the proposal. This
information has been included in this report.

Where a Design and Access Statement is required, the Council also encourages that this
document has within it details of any community engagement that has been carried out
prior to submission of a planning application and how this process has influenced the
design of the proposed development.

Meanwhile the Cambridge City Council Consultation Strategy for Planning in Cambridge
was adopted in September 2007.

The Consultation Strategy for Planning in Cambridge states that the Environment &
Planning Department strongly encourages applicants to discuss their planning proposals
with neighbours and the wider community, before submitting an application. Such
consultation should include discussions with local people, including Residents
Associations, about plans for a major residential or commercial development. The
strategy states that there is no legal obligation for an applicant to carry out pre-
application consultation, however failure by the applicant to consult at this stage could
however lead to missed opportunities to benefit from the input of local people and to
objections being made that could affect the determination of the application.

The strategy states that applicants will be expected to provide a statement of the pre-
application consultation that they have undertaken, alongside their application. This is
particularly important for major applications such as the Proposed Development.

The strategy states that the statement should include details of who has been consulted,
how they have been consulted, issues raised and how they have been addressed, and
changes made as a result. This information has been included in this report.



3.20. The processes and communication channels to which the Applicant is committed form
the baseline activity for past and future engagement of consultative structures and
groupings. These are listed below:

e Regular communication with the local community.
e Local community updates on the planning process, via email and newsletters.

¢ North West Cambridge Website www.nwcambridge.co.uk

e Summary reports of the public consultation work that has been undertaken to
date

e Contact details both through email and telephone for those who wish to speak
directly to the University of Cambridge regarding an event, specific issue or
concerns they may have

e Links to the Councils and other relevant websites.

e Details of any other concurrent or forthcoming community involvement events,
visits, etc.

¢ Information about the implementation programme and the Proposed
Development as it unfolds.

e Presentations to specific stakeholder groups (i.e. Nineteen Acre Field Residents’

Association, faith groups, etc)
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Pre-submission Consultation and Communication Process

This section outlines the approach taken in the pre-application consultation for the
Proposed Development. The consultation over the past 5-6 years has been multi-
faceted and involved the following types of engagement:

Public Consultation: The communities within the administrative boundaries of the South
Cambridgeshire District Council and Cambridge City Council surrounding the Application
Site were involved in the planning process through a series of public exhibitions, web-
communications, individual briefings and focus groups, including:

e Public Exhibitions

e Mailings and newsletters

¢ Residents, Amenity & other Interest Group Meetings

e Student Focus Groups

¢ North West Cambridge University’s Development Community Group
e Website Communication

e Other Activities, including one on one meetings

Stakeholder Engagement: Statutory consultees and stakeholders were also involved to
identify and resolve design issues that could affect the planning application. They were
consulted through a series of stakeholder workshops and meetings with stakeholders
and organisations. Stakeholder workshops consulted stakeholders on a particular
element or theme affecting the Proposed Development. Working meetings addressing
largely technical matters were held with statutory consultees and stakeholders as part of
the design development process. Where relevant, issues warranting more detailed
discussion were addressed through one-to-one discussion with stakeholders.

e Stakeholder Workshops

e Briefing Meetings

e Design Review Panels(Cambridge Quality Panel and CABE)
e Joint Planning Project Team

e Task Groups

e Stakeholder Liaison Meetings

The comments obtained from the community involvement events revealed general
support for the Proposed Development. Issues that emerged from this process related to
key worker housing, collegiate accommodation, transport, open space and landscaping,
sustainability and renewable energy. In addition, a number of specific comments were
raised, relating to density and heights of residential development, provision of a range of
community facilities, effects on surrounding communities, the protection and
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enhancement of wildlife, design issues, and queries over the ownership and
management of facilities.

Public consultation and community involvement

Public Consultation and involvement activities have been ongoing since 2002. Events
have been held across Cambridge from January 2005 to July 2010 involving members of
the public, including the local community and wider Cambridge area, and nationally.

Each of the main events was manned by teams including representatives from the
University of Cambridge and its consultant team.

The table below provides an overview of key dates as part of the public consultation
process.

There has been a programme of ongoing consultations and public exhibitions since the
project began in 2001. The table below sets out most of the formal meetings, workshops
and exhibitions undertaken since 2005.

Public Consultation Key dates

Public exhibitions

Public exhibition 2005 12 January 2005 (evening)
27 January 2005 (evening)
2 March 2005 (evening)

. o 18 November 2009 (daytime)
Public exhibition 2009

ublic exhibtl 21 November 2009 (daytime)

18 November 2009 (evening)

29 June 2010 (evening)

Public exhibition 2010 3 July 2010 (daytime)
Mailings
Mailing to full Stakeholder list announcing September 2009

scheme and launching website and letter drop
to 3,000 local residents.

Mailing to full stakeholder list with details of October-November 2009
November consultation and leaflet drop to 3,000
residents plus 2,000 leaflet drop to local
businesses, local public services (library, GP
etc) and handout in Park & Ride.

Mailing to full Stakeholder list with findings of
the November consultation and A5 leaflet drop
to 3,000 residents.

January 2010

Mailing to full Stakeholder list with details of July
consultation and leaflet drop to 3,000 residents, | June 2010
plus 2,000 local businesses and public services

10



and handout in Park & Ride.

Letter sent to all local Parish Councils with offer
of North West Cambridge presentation at future
meetings.

Mailing sent to stakeholder list to update on key
aspects of the project, including the effect of the
cancellation of A14 scheme and information
about how views submitted during consultation
had been used.

June 2010

November 2010

Residents, Amenity and other interest group
meetings

Meetings with Residents, Amenity and other
interest groups held from 2005 onwards.

19 Acre Field Resident Association (NAFRA) —
21 members attended.

Oxford Road Residents Association — 12
members attended.

19 Acre Field Resident Association (NAFRA) —
20 members attended.

Faith Group - representatives from 8 local faith
organisations attended. The Project Director
met with members of local faith groups to
discuss faith-based requirements on the site
and start a dialogue which is still continuing.

Faith Group - representatives from 11 local faith
organisation.

Faith Group - 2 meetings with representatives
from local faith organisations to discuss specific
issues of interest to them and update on the
progress of the project more generally.

November 2009

December 2009

January 2010

February 2010

May 2010

2 meetings held in April 2011

Students

Postgraduate — Focus group with 8
postgraduate students to find out about their
experiences and requirements when looking for
accommodation in Cambridge

Undergraduate — Focus group with 6
undergraduate students to find out about their
experiences and requirements when looking for
accommodation in Cambridge

Post Doctorate — questionnaire— 23 post docs

April 2010

May 2010

June 2010

11




responded to a questionnaire and gave their
views on the types of accommodation and
working environments they preferred.

North West Cambridge University’s
Development Community Group

Group meeting - 12 attendees from local
community organisations and local councillors.
Topic — initial update of progress since
November community engagement

Group meeting - 12 attendees from local
community organisations and local councillors.
Topic — transport and traffic management plans.

Group meeting - 10 attendees from local
community organisations and local councillors.
Topic - secure by design and designing out
crime.

Group meeting - 7 attendees from local
community organisations and local councillors.
Topic - Community cohesion.

Group meeting - 8 attendees from local
community organisations and local councillors.
Topic - noise and water issues.

Group meeting — 13 attendees from local
community organisations and local councillors.
Topic — Community Connections.

March 2010

June 2010

September 2010

December 2010

March 2011

June 2011

Website communication
Website launched

7,714 unique visitors

September 2009

August 2009 to July 2010

Other activities

Presentation of scheme to Girton Parish Council
by Project Director

North West Cambridge Community Forum —
Saturday event organised by the local planning
authorities. The University had a manned stand
at the event.

North West Cambridge Community Forum
Saturday event organised by the local planning
authorities. The University had a manned stand
at the event. The Theme for the event was ‘You

February 2010

June 2010

November 2010

12
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4.13.

4.14.

4.15.

said, We did’.

North West Cambridge Community Forum -
evening event on drainage and flooding, The January 2011
University gave a presentation on these aspects
of their plans.

Public Exhibitions

Extensive public consultation has been undertaken by the University of Cambridge since
the inception of the project. The North West Cambridge Masterplan Workshop Reports
(2005), the Issues & Options Workshop Report (2006) and the Masterplan Workshop
Reports (2009 and 2010) describe this consultation process, which covered both
community involvement and stakeholder engagement (statutory consultees and
stakeholders). These workshop reports are included in full as appendices to this SCI.

The University has held eight events for members of the public to drop-in and meet the
project team and see exhibition boards explaining the progress of the project. The
events have been publicised through mailings to key stakeholders, leaflet drops to
neighbours, advertisements and features in the Cambridge News and alerts on the
website.

Public exhibitions were erected in several different public spaces to ensure accessibility
for the public and variety. The exhibitions were on display at the following locations:
e Fitzwilliam College

e Cambridge Central Library
e Murray Edwards College (and New Hall in 2005)

e University Centre

The exhibitions included a series of exhibition boards that covered the masterplan
proposals of the scheme. In addition they also included feedback forms and feedback
boxes for collecting responses.

For the 2009 and 2010 exhibitions, advertisements were placed in the Cambridge News
on the Wednesday and Friday of the week the consultation was being held, to advertise
the public exhibition drop-in sessions.

Recent Mailings

The University has compiled a database of 350 key stakeholders, in co-operation with
Cambridge City Council, South Cambridgeshire District Council and Cambridge County
Council. This is used to produce personal mailings. This database is separate to the
website. In addition to the 350 on the database, a further 549 people subscribed to
receive updates and news from the University through the website.

In addition, the University undertakes mail-drops to neighbours of the site.

Recent consultation events have included an A5 leaflet drop to 3,000 residents and
2,000 leaflet drop to local businesses and local public services (library, GP’s etc).

13
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4.19.

4.20.

4.21.

4.22.

Handouts were also given out in the Park & Ride to interested members of the
community using the Park & Ride service.

Resident, Amenity and other Interest Group Meetings

The Project Director, accompanied by relevant members of the technical team and the
project communication team attended meetings of the local resident associations to
update them on progress and answer questions. The project team and a City Council
Planning officer attended a meeting of the 19 Acre Field Residents Association on 2
December 2009. In addition the project director and a member of the project
communication team attended a meeting of the Windsor Road and Oxford Road
Residents’ Associations on 15 January 2010.

The community meetings were promoted via a number of mediums including: the North
West Cambridge website, council publications, adverts in local newspapers, letter box
drop and information distributed to local community representatives and networks.

Community Meetings were an important part of the process of community involvement.
The audiences were made up of the general public, representatives from local
businesses, Cambridge City and South Cambridgeshire District Councils officers, local
media and ward councillors.

The community meetings opened with a presentation from the consultant team,
informing attendees on different aspects of the Proposed Development. This was
followed by a question and answer session on items raised during the presentation.

Students

In order to gauge the views of students the University held two focus groups and
distributed a questionnaire amongst three categories of students (post graduates, under
graduates and post doctorate).

North West Cambridge University’s Development Community Group

The University has established a group to provide a forum for regular updates and
discussion about the project for local community leaders. At each meeting the group
receives a report on progress from the Project Director and a presentation on a topic
chosen in advance by the group. Topics have included transportation, noise and
drainage, community facilities, security and ‘designing out’ crime and community
connections.

Website Communication

Throughout the community involvement process, the dedicated website,
www.nwcambridge.co.uk, posted a series of materials informing the community of
consultation events and progress with the scheme.

The project’s dedicated website was launched in September 2009. From September
2009 to July 2010 the website has had 7,714 unique visitors.

14



4.23.
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4.25.

4.26.

4.27.

4.28.

4.29.

4.30.

4.31.

460 people have subscribed to the site’s e-newsletter. Nine mailings have been sent
since August 2009 alerting subscribers to news stories and public consultation activities.

Nineteen Acre Field Residents Association (NAFRA)

The University has always encouraged the community to be involved in the development
of the proposals for the Application Site. The University encouraged the formation of
Nineteen Acre Field Residents’ Association (NAFRA) to ensure the community were
included as a key part of the planning process. This collaborative approach to plan
making is fully supported and encouraged by Government in current and emerging
policy, not least as it mitigates potential conflict through discussion and results in a
development which has 'buy-in' by the various community stakeholders. As part of this
process the University has consulted specifically with NAFRA since its inception.
NAFRA represents residents who live on Huntingdon Road and All Souls Lane within
Cambridge City Council’'s administrative boundary. The University has sought to engage
with a range of residents’ groups during the evolution of the vision for the Proposed
Development, and NAFRA has been well-represented at all public and stakeholder
consultation events as well as at separate briefings and interim correspondence. The
specific concerns of NAFRA comprised:

Good neighbour requirements
Houses on the border/edge/periphery of the site that border back gardens on Huntingdon

Road and the Ascension Parish Burial Ground should not be more than two storeys and
these houses should have 20 metre gardens backing onto existing gardens. Building
heights and densities should rise gradually toward the centre of the site.

Cycle and pedestrian traffic and crossings
Cycle and pedestrian traffic should not be channelled through All Souls Lane, and the

sanctity of the Ascension Parish Burial Ground should be respected.

The crossing road to the Application Site from the NIAB Site should follow the staggered
junction configuration recommended by the Atkins Report and the North West
Cambridge AAP Inspectors' Report.

The University Farm Road off Huntingdon Road with its line of chestnut trees should not
be a primary vehicle entry to the site.

Local centre
Any supermarket constructed on the site should be in or near the local centre of the site

and not located near 19 Acre Field.

The supermarket should not be a large regional supermarket that will attract a high
volume of vehicle traffic.

These issues are primarily addressed in the Design, Access and Landscape Statement,
though the University will continue to engage with NAFRA through the detailed design
period as some of the issues relate to detail beyond the scope of the planning
application.
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4.32. Additional responses to the concerns are also set out in the “Working With You: working
in partnership to create a better community” document, in Appendix 7.

4.33.

4.34.

Stakeholder engagement

Stakeholder engagement has been ongoing, and since 2005 has included a range of
workshops, meetings, briefing sessions and design reviews.

The table below provides an overview of key dates as part of the stakeholder

engagement process.

Stakeholder Consultation

Key dates

Stakeholder events

Stakeholder Workshops 2005

e Technical Workshop 2006

e Stakeholder Workshop 2009

e Stakeholder Workshop 2010

e Stakeholder Consultation 2011

Stakeholder workshop 12 January
2005 (daytime)

Stakeholder workshop 25 January
2005 (daytime)

Stakeholder workshop 1 March 2005
(daytime)

Technical workshop on 4 December
2006

Stakeholder Workshop-10 and 11
November 2009 (daytime)
Launch Event-17 November 2009
(evening)

Stakeholder Workshop 29 June
2010 (daytime)

Stakeholder Consultation on draft
application contents February —
March 2011

Briefing meetings

Mailing to Parliamentary candidates of major
political parties offering briefing.

Individual briefing meetings with all local ward
councillors.

Individual briefing meetings with MPs and those
Parliamentary candidates that requested
briefings.

Individual briefing meetings with local ward
councillors and MP.

April 2009

September-October 2009

March-May 2010

March 2011
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Project Director attended the Histon and
Impington Parish Council meeting

Project Director attended Madingley Parish
Council meeting.

Council Community Forum drop in event for the
public in Girton

Meeting with representatives from Cambridge
Cycling Campaign.

28 October 2010

January 2011

27 November 2010

3 March 2011

NWC OPA Workshop: LPA and Stakeholder
Briefing

Presentation of scheme to stakeholders by
Project Director, and consultants.

Technical Briefings/Discussions (Breakout
Groups) were held to provide general
understanding of the content and nature of the
planning application for North West Cambridge,
and to seek early feedback from key
stakeholders / consultees on issues and/or
areas of concern, with a view to resolving any
issues prior to application submission.

February 2011

Design Review Panels
Cambridgeshire Horizons Design Review Panel

CABE Design Review Panel

25 June 2010

7 July 2010

Joint Planning Project Team
e Cambridge City Council

August 2009, September 2009,

e South Cambridgeshire District Council October 2009 (x2), November 2009,

e Cambridgeshire County Council I\D/Izcr:sr:ngg:gogg}illzgg;lsazyuﬁg120()’10

: Siss:é?t?/e;h'crzgggggs July 2010, September 2010, October
2010, December 2010, February
2011, March 2011, July 2011,
September 2011

Task Groups

Communications Task Group

Outline Planning Application/ Environmental

September 2009, December 2009,
March 2010, May 2010, August
2010, December 2010

September 2009, October 2009,

17




Impact Assessment Task Group November 2009, December 2009,
March 2010, July 2010, September
2010, October 2010, April 2011

Transport Task Group September 2009, October 2009,
November 2009, March 2010, May
2010, July 2010

September 2009, October 2009,
November 2009, January 2010,
March 2011, June 2011

Open Space Task Group

Community Facilities/Local Centre Task Group ﬁﬁsteenTbbeerrZZOOOOgg,[())ecggrl;et‘)rezroz%%g
January 2010, February 2010, July
2010

_ October 2009, December 2009,
Housing Task Group March 2010, October 2010, January
2011, June 2011

September 2009, October 2009,
Energy & Waste Task Group March 2010, April 2010, May 2010,
June 2010, July 2010, September
2010, May 2011

November 2009, January 2010, May

Section 106 and Viability Task Group 2010, December 2010, January
2011, February 2011, May 2011

Stakeholder Engagement

4.35. Stakeholders were consulted on the Environmental Statement Scoping Report and the
issues that have been raised as part of this process have informed the Proposed
Development and the nature of the Environmental Statement.

Stakeholder workshops

4.36. As noted previously, the Applicant held a series of stakeholder workshops in 2005, 2006,
2009, 2010 and 2011. The stakeholder workshops brought together technical and
statutory stakeholders and the wider community to review and discuss the Proposed
Development in advance of the submission of a planning application to ensure an
inclusive and collaborative approach for the development. Each of these workshops
informed the Proposed Development, and the full description of the workshops and
feedback received during each stage is included in the workshop reports, included as
Appendices 1-4 of this report.

4.37. The attendees were made up of representatives from local interest groups, stakeholders
and statutory consultees, City Council, District Council and County Council officers, local
media and ward councillors and the University College community.

18



4.38.

4.39.

4.40.

4.41.

4.42.

The workshops opened with a presentation from the masterplanning team, informing
attendees on different aspects of the Proposed Development. Each workshop included a
series of breakout groups to discuss key themes and enable attendees to provide
feedback on key principles in the developing proposals.

Briefing meetings

Individual briefing meetings were held with all local ward councillors in September-
October 2009 and again, in March 2011. The meetings were attended by the Project
Director and a representative of the project's communication team. At each meeting the
Project Director briefed the ward councillor on the progress of the project and responded
to issues and questions raised.

e ClIr Tom Bygott — South Cambridgeshire District Council

e Clir Douglas de Lacey — South Cambridgeshire District Council

e ClIr John Reynolds — Cambridgeshire County Council

e Clir Belinda Brooks-Gordon — Cambridgeshire County Council

e ClIr John Hipkin — Cambridge City Council

¢ ClIr Simon Kightley - Cambridge City Council

e ClIr Tanya Zmura - Cambridge City Council

e ClIr Douglas de Lacey — Girton Parish Council

e ClIr Philip Tucker — Cambridge City Council (meeting on 7 June)
Girton Parish Council chairman and local district member Councillor Douglas de Lacey
was included in all briefings and a regular dialogue maintained with him throughout the
process. In addition, members of the project communication team attended a Girton

Parish Council meeting on 17" February 2010 and a response has been provided to two
follow up letters.

Individual briefing meetings were held with MPs and those Parliamentary candidates that
requested briefings in March-May 2010, and again in April 2011.

e Rt Hon Andrew Lansley MP — local member, South Cambridgeshire
e Julian Huppert MP — local member, Cambridge

¢ Nick Hilman — Conservative Parliamentary candidate, Cambridge

Design Review Panels

The University and its consultant team presented the emerging proposals to both the
Cambridgeshire Quality Panel and the CABE Design Review Panel. The feedback from
these panels is included in the appendices to this report. Comments from both of the
design review panels have been taken into account throughout the development of the
proposals and is reflected in the accompanying Design, Access and Landscape
Statement.
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4.43.

4.44.

4.45.

4.46.

Planning Project Team Meetings & Task Groups

The University has worked extensively with the local authorities during the pre-
application period to discuss key issues for the Proposed Development. These issues
have been addressed by the Planning Project Team, which is comprised of
representatives from Cambridge City Council, South Cambridgeshire District Council,
Cambridgeshire County Council, Cambridgeshire Horizons and the University team. For
specific topic-based issues, the Planning Project Team identified a series of task groups
that enable additional officers from across the authorities to inform specific components
of the Proposed Development.

Stakeholder Liaison meetings

Following the identification of key issues raised through the Stakeholder workshops and
NWC Steering Group meetings, a number of pre-application meetings were held to
explore, in more detail, the potential to respond to stakeholder interests in the Proposed
Development. Consultees addressed in more specific meetings include:

e The Highways Agency

e The Environment Agency and

e Natural England

OPA Workshop: LPA and Stakeholder Briefing

A Stakeholder briefing was held in February 2011 to provide a general understanding of
the proposed content and nature of the planning application for the Proposed
Development.

The aim of this briefing was to explain the purpose of, and programme for, pre-
submission consultation. In addition, the briefing was held to highlight the University’s
response to specific policy requirements and technical issues to be addressed in the
application and to seek early feedback from key stakeholders / consultees on issues and
areas of concern with a view to achieving consensus prior to application submission.
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5. Outcomes of the consultation process

Key Issues raised in Public and Stakeholder Consultation
5.1.  The Overall Development/Design/Urban Form

e How will quality of design be ensured?

e Will there be further testing of density and built form?

e How will the University ensure community facilities will be completed?

e How will the site interact with the NIAB scheme?

o The local centre options should reflect all of the options explored.

e Isit possible to show development blocks worked-up in detail to help provide a
clear understanding of the likely three dimensional form of various house types
and other buildings?

e Is it possible to show the ‘next steps’ after the outline application, including
setting out whether design codes are to be produced for the entire development?

e How will issues of noise be addressed?

5.2. Housing
¢ Is the housing density appropriate?

e Will the scheme include ‘senior’ housing and social housing for young people?
e Will mixed and balanced communities be achieved across the site, focussing

specifically on the inclusion of key worker housing?

Open Space
¢ What will the open space allocation be for the new development?

e Will all spaces be easily accessible to the community?

e Will the new scheme include plenty of trees?

e Will a series of green squares be included within the residential development?

¢ Will the landscape provision have a variety of uses?

e Will the sports pitches provided be for public use as well as University use?

e How will the University integrate the SSSI within the landscape?

¢ How will the scheme provide more space to encourage wildlife?

e How will the layout of formal sports provision be addressed — buffer distances
between Huntingdon Road need to be included, will this be done?

e The green fingers within the development are supported, however minimum
distance of 20m for SUDs corridors seems to be too narrow — how will this be

addressed?
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Can sections showing how a typical swale could be achieved in the 20m width be
shown?

The children’s play spaces seem small and frequent, can these be clustered
together?

The landscape and Western Edge and the need for a high quality and
appropriate landscape setting for Cambridge is important —the original field
pattern on the Western Edge should be reflected.

Tree planting on the Western Edge to encourage a more natural appearance
along the ridge.

Will existing features on the site such as hedgerows, be incorporated into the final
design?

How will the development integrate the SSSI sustainably?

5.3. Transport

Will a route through the site from Huntingdon to Madingley Roads for both public
and private vehicles be included?

Will cycle parking and opportunities for further cycle routes be provided?

Will buses be provided?

Will the diversion of buses from Huntingdon Road affect those living east of
Girton Road?

Will there be an increase in congestion on local roads and will there be good
access to M11/A14?

Will the scheme encourage car clubs?

There is a target of 40% maximum journey to work by car - is it realistic that
people will forego private for public transport?

Further work is required as a result of the abandonment of the A14 upgrade
scheme, what is the outcome of this?

Can a typical section be shown of different road types, as this would help to
confirm that adequate highway, and associated planting, can be provided within
the widths shown?

Will the transport assessment incorporate information relating to travel plans,
public transport and other softer modes of travel?

How has the impact on the highway network and associated mitigation measures

been addressed?
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5.4. Sustainability
e Why is a phased approach necessary— why are the highest standards not going

to be adopted from the outset?

¢ s the scheme sustainable from a transport point of view?

¢ How will the University ensure there is a commitment for the actual
implementation of standards?

e A phased district heating system (CHP) would be supported, will this be
included?

e Downstream floodrisk is a concern — how will this be addressed?

5.5.  Community Infrastructure
e Will the development provide enough schools, doctors and dentists surgeries?

e Wil the school have a first phase (of 1 FE) provided as early as possible in the
course of the development?

e Wil the proposed facilities draw people to the site instead of just serving the
resident population?

e Will the scheme provide a community centre?

¢ Are faith facilities going to be provided on site?

e What size will the supermarket be?

e Will a range of independent shops, cafes and pubs be provided?

e Will there be a sports centre or sports pitches on site?

e |s there a need for a swimming pool?

Development Response to issues raised

5.6. The issues raised during pre-submission consultation are set out in each of the
workshop reports (Appendices 1-4) in sections 3 and 4 of this SCI, and Appendix 7
“Working with you” includes a detailed response to key issues. The Design and Access
Statement that accompanies this report contains an illustration of how the scheme
responds to issues raised. A summary of outcomes is set out below.

Urban Form and Design Quality: Development response

5.7. The University-led development is planned in a way that integrates it into the wider area.
In particular the University seeks to create a new local centre comprising a range of
facilities.

5.8. Residential development will include apartments as well as terraced, semi-detached and

detached houses. There will be considerable provision of market and family homes, as
well as open space, to meet the needs of the new community.
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5.9.

5.10.

5.11.

5.12.

5.13.

5.14.

5.15.

5.16.

In response to queries over the clustering of key worker housing, street frontages in
these areas are now limited to no more than 25 units of key worker housing. Additional
illustrations have been included in the Key Worker Housing Statement to demonstrate
the principles of clustering in areas of family housing.

Lower density development will be located adjacent to existing residential development.
Higher density development will be located along the ‘Ridgeway’ (the pedestrian and
cycle corridor running through the site). Building heights will generally range from 2-3
storeys at lower density, 4-6 storeys in areas of higher density, with some limited areas
towards the middle of the site containing taller buildings.

A series of options have been set out in relation to the local centre. The University’s
preferred option in relation to the illustrative masterplan remains unchanged as this
layout is deemed to be the most favourable, in design terms, for the Proposed
Development as a whole.

Four diagrams have been included in the Design, Access and Landscape Statement to
show illustrative details of the development blocks for the scheme.

The steps that follow after the planning application, including the production of Design
Guidelines for the Proposed Development, have now been outlined by including a ‘next
steps’ section and flowchart as part of the Design, Access and Landscape Statement.

The phasing of school provision will include 1 FE in the first phase of the development.

The approach and methodology used for noise impact evaluation, prediction and
mitigation for the Proposed Development is deemed satisfactory by stakeholders,

Taking this into account, combined with the policy objectives and the University’s
accommodation requirements, the proposals include the following principal components:
e Alocal centre including community and retail facilities;

e Formal and informal sports and recreation provision

e Housing to include key worker housing for University and College staff;

e Teaching and Research facilities for University and associated research
organisations;

e Collegiate facilities to accommodate the growth needs of the University;

e Range of higher and lower densities across the site (including apartments and
houses) at a minimum of 50 dwellings per hectare (dph);

e Senior care home to provide for a range of occupiers; and

¢ A hotel to activate the local centre.
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5.17.

5.18.

5.19.

5.20.

Innovative and Sustainable Transport Planning: Development Response

The issue of access and movement in and around the Proposed Development has been
frequently raised throughout the consultation process. The design of the scheme has
been consistently informed by discussion with the Highways Agency and
Cambridgeshire County Council.

Within the Proposed Development a hierarchy of streets has been established to meet
the needs of a variety of road users. The primary street infrastructure enables good
public transport accessibility, and is made up of three components:

e A radial route running west and south from Huntingdon Road to Madingley Road,

around two sides of the Local Centre

e An orbital route running from Huntingdon Road around the noth side of the Local
Centre;

e A short section of public transport access only around the east side of the Local

Centre

Road sections are also included in the Design, Access and Landscape Statement to
clarify typical road widths.

In terms of the effect of the Proposed Development on the highway network the
University already has a proud reputation throughout the City for promoting its travel
demand management strategy, and has always been proactive in delivering
improvements to it — indeed the University was founding member of the Travel for Work
Partnership established in co-operation with the County Council. This philosophy will be
continued at the Proposed Development, which will have significantly different travel
characteristics to a typical mixed-use development in the United Kingdom, or indeed to
other developments throughout Cambridge. This will be as a result of the following:

e selecting the proposed residential, employment, education and retail land uses
for the Development, such as to reduce the need to travel outside of the
development;

e providing a food store on the Development such as to reduce the distance to
travel to alternative food stores from surrounding residential areas;

e controlling local car ownership for students living in the University’s Student
Accommodation by using the University’s motor proctorial control;

e the majority of the occupants of the University Key Worker housing be working in
the University’s facilities throughout Cambridge, all within a strong non-car travel
mode culture with good access to safe alternative non-car modes of travel;

e key workers and commercial research workers being able to live in close
proximity not only to their place of work but also requisite community and leisure

facilities;
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5.21.

5.22.

5.23.

5.24.

5.25.

e key worker housing having a much lower car trip generation rate than market
housing;

e University-related commercial research facilities with nearby residential
accommodation demonstrably having far lower car trip generation rates than
equivalent commercial science park facilities;

¢ the car parking provision for residential accommodation being 21% lower than the
levels identified in the North West Cambridge Area Action Plan;

e academic research land uses within the Development having limited parking and

a lower car-based trip generation than commercial research land uses.

A Transport Assessment is included as part of the planning application suite of
documents. The Transport Assessment addresses the transport — related issues of the
Proposed Development set within the context of the local planning and transport policy
for Cambridge, reviews existing travel patterns in the area, and sets out mode-specific
strategies and targets, aimed at promoting journeys to and from the Application Site
(where possible) on foot, by bicycle and public transport. These will be further supported
by measures set out in the Framework Travel Plan which has also been submitted to
accompany the application for planning permission.

The Transport Assessment concludes that the Proposed Development is well located for
major development in accordance with national, regional and local policy and identifies a
co-ordinated, integrated and sustainable transport strategy for the Development within
which development can proceed, within the context of the wider transport and
development strategy for the whole of Cambridge.

Following the Autumnal Spending Review, the Coalition Government announced in
October 2010 that the A14 Ellington to Fen Ditton scheme as published was to be
abandoned. The Highways Agency has confirmed its intention to commission further
study work to indentify more cost-effective alternative measures in both the short term,
and for the longer term. , As yet, no further details are available. In contrast with less
sustainable forms of development in less sustainable locations, the provision of
additional capacity along the A14 is not necessary for the Proposed Development to
progress.

Landscape, Drainage and Ecology: Development response

The University’s vision for the open space is to ensure that landscape forms an integral
part of the Proposed Development and overall scheme design.

The sustainable urban extension deserves a landscape setting that is world class and
suitably fitting to this edge of the historic city. Traditional landscape elements will be
combined with contemporary techniques to give a pleasant context for the various new
building types.
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5.26.

5.27.

5.28.

5.29.

5.30.

5.31.

5.32.

5.33.

5.34.

5.35.

5.36.

The Application Site presents a fantastic opportunity within the University’s ownership to
deliver an abundance of landscape, habitats and recreation provision (excluding private
open space). Although the western edge has been designed with a distinctly natural
character and provides the platform for a variety of habitats, the more urban Storey’s
Field also maximises opportunities for ecology and biodiversity.

It is considered that the proposed scheme delivers greater environmental benefits as
well as opportunities to create an accessible and multi-functional landscape. A variety of
habitats exist across the site, providing homes for badgers, bats, water voles and great
crested newts. The habitats of these species will be protected and, where possible,
enhanced. Protection of biodiversity is an important consideration for these proposals.

Play will be “embedded” in the landscape as designs develop and different types of open
space uses include a wide variety of formal and informal sports and recreational uses,
along with areas for wildlife and relaxation.

A range of open space uses are planned for the Western Edge and Storey’s Field
including informal open space provision, sports pitches, allotments and balancing ponds.

The design of the open space and landscape has also explored numerous ways to
maximise sustainability. More details can be found in the Design, Access and Landscape
Statement that accompanies this planning application.

Pitch provision and layout has been considered in illustrative terms, and the buffer area
has been increased to respond to comments. Boundary treatment around these areas
will be addressed in the detailed design stage of the development.

An indicative section of SUDs corridor has been included in the Design, Access and
Landscape Statement that accompanies this planning application, to demonstrate how
all functions can be accommodated.

The Western Edge is a very large and varied space, and sections have now been
provided to show clearly what these spaces could look like within the Western Edge.

The illustrative plans for tree planting on the Western Edge, to help encourage a more
natural appearance along the ridge have now been set out in the Design, Access and
Landscape Statement that accompanies this planning application, this includes
consideration of where existing features on the site such as hedgerows could be
incorporated.

The field boundary patterns have been reviewed and where possible incorporated within
the Western Edge illustrative plans.

The integration of the SSSI into development has been discussed with Natural England
and the Environmental Statement and Design, Access and Landscape Statement
updated to reflect comments.

Sustainability and Energy: Development Response
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5.37.

5.38.

5.39.

5.40.

5.41.

5.42.

5.43.

The University has expressed its desire to see the Proposed Development as an
exemplar of sustainable development and the Area Action Plan for North West
Cambridge contains numerous policies relating to sustainability.

All of the buildings on the site will be designed to exceed current environmental
requirements: housing will initially meet the national Code for Sustainable Homes Level 5
(apart from the first 50 units if built before 2013), rising to Code Level 6 in 2016.
Commercial, academic and public buildings will meet Excellent standards under the
Building Research Establishment’s Environmental Assessment Method (BREEAM).

Buildings at the Proposed Development will show significant reductions in carbon dioxide
generation and energy consumption through efficient building and infrastructure design,
as well as renewable technologies.

All homes are to be constructed to Code for Sustainable Homes level 5 ensuring that
70% of regulated CO, emissions are reduced using on-site low and zero carbon energy
generation and energy efficiency. Homes constructed after 2016 will be zero carbon
using a mix of on and off-site measures. All non-domestic buildings after 2019 including
commercial, academic and other non-residential buildings will show similar levels of
carbon dioxide reduction. Across the site renewable energy will reduce CO, emissions
from non-domestic buildings by approximately 20%.These savings will come from on-site
renewable energy technologies and low carbon sources.

A phased district heating system (CHP) is included as part of the Proposed
Development.

Outreach and education associated with low carbon living is also a key aspiration for the
development.

A Flood Risk Assessment is included as part of the planning application, the general
principle of drainage on site is supported by stakeholders.
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6.1.

6.2.

6.3.

6.4.

6.5.

Conclusion

The pre-application consultation and communication for the Proposed Development has
ensured a collaborative and inclusive process with both the public and key stakeholders
throughout the development of the Proposed Development. The University has
undertaken an exemplar process of community involvement, intrinsic to the development
of scheme design and integral to a ‘fit for planning purposes’ scheme. The University of
Cambridge is confident that this process will help to ensure the delivery of a high quality
development that meets the needs and expectations of all.

The pre-application consultation has included regular engagement, communication,
consultation and involvement at regular intervals and key milestones.

Activities and communication methods differed according to the needs of each specific

group:
e Community - targeted community consultation with different groups;

e General public - Public involvement exhibitions, consultation drop-in sessions,
meetings and public communication products;

e Statutory and technical consultees - Stakeholder events, formal steering bodies,
one-to-one briefings, design review panels; and

¢ One-to-one briefings and formal briefings as needed with all of the above groups.

Following the decision on the planning application, regular communication will continue
to be delivered on the Proposed Development and the project’s progress. This will
include ongoing and regular stakeholder and community engagement. There will also be
community relations activity during the course of the construction period which will
include regular communication, community meetings, workshops and events.

This document has outlined the process that the Applicant has undertaken in order to
progress the evolution and design of the Proposed Development and illustrates how the
masterplan has been used as a tool for establishing development parameters which
ensure the development is robust and will encourage mixed and balanced communities.
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Appendix 1: 2005 Stakeholder and Public Workshops Consultation Report
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4. questionnalre

4.1 OVERVIEW

During both the Workshop and the public exhibition a questionnaire was
distributed to participants to give them an opportunity to comment on the
emerging Masterplan. Many useful responses were received during and
following both events held on the 12 of January 2005. Over 70 responses to
the questionnaire were received. These responses have been analysed and
taken into account in the emerging Masterplan.

4.2 SUMMARY OF KEY ISSUES

The key issues and opportunities arising from the responses to the
questionnaire are summarised below.

Responses (% total)

Responses to Individual Strongly | Agree | Neutral | Disagree | Strongly
Questions Agree Disagree
a. It will be very important 61% 22% 5% 5% 0%

for the development
proposals to sensitively
respond to views into and out
of the site.

b. If the bats, badgers, great 19% 16% 16% 8% 27%
crested newts and water
voles can not be retained on
site they could be relocated to
a suitable alternative

environment.

c. The Hedgerows form an 54% 14% 22% 4% 0%
important feature on the site.

d. The development should 32% 14% 31% 5% 7%

be designed to improve
public access from
Cambridge into the rural
areas.

e. The “green” strategic gap 62% 8% 9% 9% 3%
between Girton and
Cambridge is an important
characteristic of the area.

f. Planning these proposals 59% 16% 5% 1% 4%
comprehensively will help in
achieving a quality
development.

g. Development of the site 14% 15% 27% 7% 24%
will allow the creation of a
new quality urban edge.
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The outcomes from the session are summarised below.

Group 1.

The spatial outcome of Group 1 can be summarised as follows:

Denser development towards the City;

Large proportion of the northern part of the site retained as open space;
Incorporation of east-west link between NIAB and West Cambridge;
Link creates a high street through the site;

Community facilities and mix uses located on high street;

Location of new college in open grounds on part of 19 Acre Field to
minimise impact on adjoining properties;

Residential development as extension to existing residential areas;

Research, student housing/collegiate and academic space on northern
part of site adjacent to retained open areas;

Research uses proposed in area adjacent to park and ride site; and

Creation of taller landmark building/ gateway adjacent to M11 for
research use.
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Group 2.

The spatial outcome of Group 2 can be summarised as follows:

Two areas of development separated by green corridor;
More extensive development on the northern part of the site;
Balance of development and green space in southern part of the site;

Denser development towards the centre of the site to create a
concentrated local centre and focus of activity;

Creation of new edge to city with large high quality and innovative
buildings for research and academic use;

Creation of north-south and east- west routes/streets through the site;
Open space distributed throughout the site;

Creation of buffer/wildlife corridor adjacent to M11;

Incorporation of link between NIAB and West Cambridge;

Student housing/collegiate facilities located to the south of the site set in
open space/ecologically sensitive area;

Residential development on the southern part of the site as an extension
to existing residential areas ; and

Creation of landmark building/ gateway adjacent to M11 for research
use.
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Group 3.

The spatial outcome of Group 3 can be summarised as follows:

Two areas of development separated by a green corridor;
More extensive development on northern part of the site;
Mix of development and green space in southern part of the site;

Denser development towards the centre of the site to create a
concentrated local centre and focus of activity;

Creation of new edge to city with large high quality and innovative
buildings for research and academic use;

Creation of north-south and east- west routes/streets through the site;
Open space distributed throughout the site;

Creation of buffer/wildlife corridor adjacent to the M11;
Incorporation of link between NIAB and West Cambridge;

Student housing/ collegiate facilities located to rear of properties on
Huntingdon Road;

Residential development on southern part of the site as an extension to
existing residential areas with areas of open space; and

Creation of landmark building/ gateway adjacent to M11 for research
use.
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Group 4.

The spatial outcome of Group 4 can be summarised as follows:

Two areas of development separated by green corridor/central
parkland;

More extensive development on the northern part of the site;

Community facilities /local centre located on a north-south high street in
the centre of the site;

Research, academic and colligate located principally on the northern part
of the site along Huntingdon Road;

Residential development overlooking buffer zone along M11;

Student housing/collegiate accommodation and residential uses on 19
Acre Field;

Mix of development and green space in southern part of the site;

Denser development towards the centre of the site along a high street to
create a local centre and focus of activity;

Creation of new edge to city with high quality residential development;
Creation of north-south and east- west routes/streets through the site;
Open space distributed throughout the site;

Creation of buffer /wildlife corridor adjacent to the M11;

Incorporation of link between NIAB and West Cambridge;

Residential development on the southern part of site as an extension to
existing residential areas;

Creation of landmark building/ gateway adjacent to the M11 for
research use; and

Incorporation of wind turbines.
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2.6 KEY ISSUES FOR FURTHER TESTING

Following the group sessions, the participants reconvened with the entire group
and the key issues raised during the afternoon were identified and discussed.

The key issues raised included the following themes:
e Scale and density of development

e Degree of concentration or dispersal of development

e  Location of the local centre
e Links/streets
e  Edge treatments

¢ Relationship between Girton and Cambridge.

These issues will be assessed in the further development of the Masterplan
options.

The technical team identified the next steps for further appraisal and the
subsequent stages of the study. These included:

e  Review and analysis of responses;

¢ Consideration and testing of emerging development scenarios and
technical issues;

e Additional technical testing; and

e  Further meetings with stakeholders and technical advisors.

The participants were handed a Questionnaire to fill out and return either
during the session or posted to the consultant team for analysis.
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3. exhibition

3.1 SUMMARY OF THE PUBLIC EXHIBITION

A public exhibition and open evening was held on the 27 January 2005, in the
Long Room, New Hall for local residents and other interested parties.

The exhibition explained the following:

e the collaborative process the University is undertaking to create the
Masterplan for North West Cambridge;

e the planning, landscape and visual, ecological and transportation
context of the site and surrounding area;

e the feedback from Stage 1 of the consultation and results of the first
Questionnaire;

e identification of the land use components of the proposed development;

e feedback from the first Stakeholder Masterplan Workshop and the
emerging principles and preliminary options; and

e the next steps in the process.

The exhibition included the material produced in the Masterplan Stakeholder
Workshop and the further work undertaken by the consultant team after the
Workshop in developing the preliminary Masterplan options prepared at the
Stakeholder Workshop. On the basis of the four preliminary options
prepared by participants at the Stakeholder Workshop, the Consultant Team
drew up three preliminary Masterplan options as the similarities between
Groups 2 and 3 meant that the outputs of these groups could be represented
in a single option by the consultant team. These three preliminary options
summarise and incorporate the principles and parameters that were
identified within the spatial exercise undertaken by the key stakeholders.

The three preliminary Masterplan options presented for discussion at the
exhibition are reproduced overleaf:
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Option 1.

1
LAND LWEE FEY
W esoenmie

O st

| prmvr——

- EESEARCH

| = PP

W rotsun orens srace
B reomsreon perommny

Option 2

LAND Uit kB

M enpenin

O conpiste
i B scopEmic
i W resenncu
P

I eoremm ares srace

o e




NORTH WEST CAMBRIDGE MASTERPLAN | 19

Option 3.
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Two large tables were provided for discussion purposes, with large copies of
the three option plans. Various technical specialists were in attendance to
answer questions and provide advice.

The event was publicised through a mailshot of over 2,000 leaflets to
households in the area and a notice on the University’s North West
Cambridge website.

Approximately 150 people attended the public exhibition. Comments and
questions focused on the following principal areas:

e  The need for further explanation of the three options;
e  Location of land uses within the three options;
e  Traffic and transport issues on the surrounding roads;

e Current lack of service and local amenities provision for existing
residents;

e  Preservation of the natural environment;
e  Mix of uses; and

e The Masterplanning process.

A variety of verbal responses were received at the exhibition. Comments
were made both in support of and against the three emerging development
options. Option 1 was preferred by the majority of participants who
expressed a preference. In particular, there were a number of positive
comments regarding the central open space within this option.

Participants remained concerned about the extent of traffic generated along
Huntingdon and Madingley Road and where keen to understand how the
transport network would operate under the different options.
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Many participants were concerned about the density of development across
the site in each of the options. There was particular concern about the
housing densities and type of housing proposed for 19 Acre Field in all
options.

There were a significant number of queries and questions regarding the
quality of open space. Some participant sought clarification of the
implications for fauna and flora and reaffirmed the importance of retaining
existing trees.

All participants were handed a questionnaire to fill out and return either
during the session or by post (see Section 4).

The feedback from the exhibition summarised above, as well as all other
comments submitted during the public exhibition and the questionnaire
results, will inform the assessment and refinement of the emerging
Masterplan options for future development at North West Cambridge. A
further exhibition will be held on the 2 March 2005.
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4. questionnaire

4.1 OVERVIEW

A questionnaire was distributed to participants as the Stakeholder Workshop
to obtain views on the emerging Masterplan Principles. A total of four
responses were received.

At the Public Exhibition a questionnaire was distributed to participants to
give them an opportunity to comment on the preliminary Masterplan options
and principles. The preliminary options were also displayed after the
exhibition on the EMBS’s website at www.cam.ac.uk/building. A number of

responses were received during and following the events and these will
inform the further refinement and testing of the preliminary Masterplan
options. A total of 29 questionnaires were received from individuals who
attended the Public Exhibition.

4.2 KEY ISSUES RAISED IN RESPONSE FROM PARTICIPANTS AT
STAKEHOLDER WORKSHOP

The questionnaire was completed by a relatively small number of

participants at the Stakeholder Workshop. The responses relate to

Masterplan Principles and not to the preliminary Masterplan Options

presented at the Exhibition. The comments made may be summarised as

follows:

e  Strong support for new local centre particularly if it can be used by
adjoining neighbourhoods (e.g. Huntingdon Road residents, NIAB
development and West Cambridge);

e  Each part of the development will be required to demonstrate need.
This may make it difficult to establish a local centre which is dependent
on a critical mass of development;

¢ Need to prevent sprawl and to avoid piecemeal development across the
site;

e Importance of access and cycle routes from City Centre;
¢ Need for public open space, particularly in south-east part of site;

e  Support for compact, central development surrounded by accessible
green spaces;

e  Existing route through Earth Sciences and Astronomy is sensitive and
needs careful consideration;

e Need to plan for N-S public transport orbital route;

¢ Need to maintain Girton Gap and old orchard adjacent to Storeys Way
and Churchill College;

e  Ecological buffer desirable on west and south sides of site;
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Potential for some iconic buildings;
Need to coordinate development with development of NIAB site;
Access and cycle routes requires consideration; and

Good public transport links will be essential.

4.3 KEY ISSUES RAISED IN RESPONSES FROM ATTENDEES AT

EXHIBITION

The responses from attendee at the exhibition relate to the Preliminary

Masterplan Options.

The following comments were made in relation to Preliminary Option 1:

Concern about proximity of proposed housing to existing housing and
need for sensitive treatment

Need to protect Huntingdon Road housing from impacts of high-rise
building with buildings located closer to M11

Need for more open space to be provided within centre of site with
buildings located closer to M11 to provide noise barrier

Ned for more open space around residential development and 19 acre
Field

Preference for University/Research buildings adjacent to M11

Support for road link through NIAB site to prevent rat running through
Windsor Road /Oxford Road

Priority should be given to good permeability for cycles and control of
car traffic

In and Outbound traffic from Cambridge should be discouraged- need
for park & ride facility to north west of site

Need for high quality development sensitive to existing residents
Need for network of footpaths and cycleways

Importance of landscaping

Good central space

Potential for a wooded corridor from observatory

Integration of landscape and development

General preference for lower density housing

Houses on 19 Acre Field should be similar to existing properties in
storeys way and Huntingdon Road- the most sensitive part of the whole
development for existing residents

Compared to the other preliminary options, the view was expressed by a
number of participants that Preliminary Option 1 provided a better

distribution of open space and integration of development and open space.

The reasons stated by respondents indicating a preference for this option

may be summarised as follows:

Less dense buildings
Includes open area within built area

Doesn’t waste space adjacent to M11
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e  Provides open space near existing properties

e  Opportunities for integration of landscape and development which
would bring qualities to development that other options could not
deliver

e Good pedestrian and cycle access
e Best disposition of buildings and open land

e Good use of space- use of land nearer to M11 for academic buildings
may provide a sound barrier for other users. Area adjacent to motorway
not good for recreational use

e  Best use of space division between open and developed areas
e Best provision for cross-site traffic movements
e  Consideration for traffic and impact on surrounding roads

e Better provision for linked green spaces and existing ecological interest-
better provision for movement of protected species

e Preferred on basis of open space distribution and access

e Use of site area allows for lower height, lower density by cemetery and
more central green space

e Good use of open space and land towards Girton

e Less concentration of development on eastern end of site

In stating their preference for Option 1, respondents highlighted the need to
address the following issues:

e  Access and how to accommodate car use

e  Location of more development close to M11 and increase in green space
within site

Density
e  Concentration of development on 19 Acre Field

e Grouping of commercial development

Quality of development

The following comments were made in relation to Preliminary Option 2:
e  Concern about impact of noise on green space adjacent to M11
e Impact on wildlife habitats and trees

e Concern about density of development around SSSI and protected
species whilst green space provided elsewhere on site in areas of less
ecological interest

Need more space centrally with buildings located closer to M11
e Access arrangements will encourage traffic on Huntingdon Road
e Too ‘crowded’- not a good use of the available space

e  Concentration of development will make integration into site difficult

Residential density may be too high

e  Concerns about transport/access arrangements- need for park & ride
and coordination with
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e  Option acknowledges natural limit of development without incursion
into open countryside

e  Commercial research uses should be co-located to provide for
interchange of ideas

e  Development too concentrated at eastern end of site

The reasons stated by respondents indicating a preference for this option
may be summarised as follows:

e  Retention of open space between development and surrounding
countryside. Despite M11, lower part of site is of high landscape value

The following comments were made in relation to Preliminary Option 3:
e Residential development should be kept to 2-3 storeys only
e Density too high near Huntingdon Road

e Impact on protected species/newts- need more consideration of
relationship to proposed development and impact of enclosing open
spaces on networks

e Open spaces should make provision for wildlife and formal provision
e Need to include park & ride site
e Need for coordination with NIAB

e Relates well to the surrounding area with distribution of open space
around site

e  Concentration of development will make integration difficult
e Need to give priority to public transport

e Impact on woodland by Storeys way and Observatory unacceptable.

The reasons stated by respondents indicating a preference for this option
may be summarised as follows:

e Most imaginative option

e Layout more pleasing

e  Location of community facilities at centre of site
e Good distribution of open spaces

e Low density housing closer to city centre and allocation of area for
urgently needed accommodation close to west Cambridge site

e Relates well to Cambridge area

Respondents to the questionnaire were asked which of the preliminary
options they preferred and the reasons for their preference. A total of 19
respondents to the questionnaire stated a preference as detailed in the
following table. In addition, there was one response to the web site which
indicated a preferred preliminary option.
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The majority of respondents stated a preference for Preliminary Option 1
although in stating this preference, to number of respondents highlighted
issues which would need to be addressed in further refinement of this
option.

It is acknowledge that a relatively small proportion of people who attended
the exhibition completed the questionnaire and identified a preference for
one of the preliminary Options. This may reflect a need for more information
to be provided on the options and a requirement for more time to consider
the advantages and disadvantages of each option. The Stage 3 Exhibition
will provide a further opportunity for participants to comment on the
Preliminary Options which have been refined to take account of the
comments received to date.

Respondents stating
Option as a Preference
(Number and % total)
Number of % total
Preferred preliminary Respondents | stating
Option preference
15 75%
Preliminary Option 1
3 15%
Preliminary Option 2
2 10%
Preliminary Option 3

Other general comments received during the Second Workshop and
Exhibition included the following;

e  Cannot consider development of site without taking into account NIAB-
impacts of both developments and infrastructure requirements must be
considered together. Development elsewhere in area may meet housing
requirements

e  Need for more information and explanation of advantages/
disadvantages of each option to allow for full evaluation of preliminary
options

e Need for more information regarding University’s development
requirements- inadequate information provided. University will be
required to demonstrate need

e  Concern about impact of construction traffic on existing residents and
need for information regarding construction routes

¢ Development must be of high quality and sensitive to existing residents

e Importance of network of footpaths and cycleways and landscaping to
compensate for loss of green space

e Importance of providing accessible open space
e Importance attached to maintaining Girton gap and existing trees
e  Ecological buffer zone desirable on west and south sides

e Need for more public facilities e.g.: leisure/sports facilities
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e Need for consideration of noise management plan to address impacts of
Mi11

e Need to address issues of traffic/transport in wider area
comprehensively before development proceeds

e  Structural landscaping for whole site should form part of Phase 1 works
to enable landscaping to mature before site is fully developed

e  Opportunities for self-build should be provided

e Local centre must be accessible to residents of wider area- phasing of
facilities must be considered in relation to overall development to
achieve necessary critical mass

e Good public transport links essential
e North-south route should be planned for
e  Potential for some iconic buildings

e Support for compact development surrounded by green space accessible
to the public

e  Importance of high quality development;
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S. the next steps
A further stage of consultation will take place with Stakeholders and the
" Public on 1 and 2 of March 2005. The objectives of this stage of the

consultation are to:

e Present Preliminary Masterplan Options and results of technical
assessment;

e  Review development proposals and parameters;
e  Discuss designs principals for specific areas; and

e  Discuss key issues and opportunities.

Stage 3 will include a stakeholder workshop and a public exhibition and
open evening.

The public and key stakeholders will have an opportunity to review and
comment on the Preliminary Masterplan Options in more detail during this
third stage of the University’s collaborative consultation process.
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appendix al

STAKEHOLDER MASTERPLAN WORKSHOP
INVITEES

The following individuals and organisations were invited to the North West
Cambridge Masterplan Stakeholder Workshop:

Mr Steve Raven, Development Engineering
Andrew Hagues, Developer Account Manager

Reverend Philippa King
Steve Parnwell
Chris Vine

Cllr Jenny Bailey, Executive Councillor — Planning and Transport
Cllr Alan Baker, Chair - Planning Committee
ClIr Marie-Louise Holland, Castle Ward

Cllr Simon Kightley, Castle Ward

Cllr John Hipkin, Castle Ward

Cllr Sian Reid, Newnham Ward

Cllr Julie Smith, Newnham Ward

CllIr Rod Cantrill, Newnham Ward

Mr Brian Human, Head of Policy and Projects
Mr David Roberts, Principal Planning Manager
Sybille Thirion, Transport Policy Manager
Glenn Richardson, Urban Design Manager
Debbie Mack, Planning Officer

Catrin Davies, Planning Officer

Myles Greensmith, Information Officer

Jim Chisholm
Mr M. Lucas-Smith
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Professor Marcial Echenique

Mr Ian Webb
Ms Naomi Brookes

Carolin Gohler

Ian Burns

Ms Clare Macrae

Mr Bob Hardy

Cllr John Reynolds, Girton Ward

CllIr David White, Castle Ward

Cllr Alexander Reid, Newnham Ward

Brian Smith, Director of Environment & Transport
Mark Vigor, Head of Strategic Planning

Kathy Baldwin, Strategic Planning Manager
Graham Hughes, Head of Transport Development

Sir David Trippier, Chairman

Mr Stephen Catchpole, Chief Executive

Mr John Onslow, Director for Development

Mr Peter Studdert, Director for Sustainable Communities

Mr N Miller
Martin Baker, Senior Conservation Officer

Ms T Humphrey, Branch Co-ordinator
Ms Shirley Fieldhouse

Mrs Kate Paterson
Professor & Mrs Victor Whittaker

APPENDICES
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Anthony Twist

Graham King

Ms N Blaken, Planning & Development Manager

Jim Whiteley

Greg Luton, Director, East of England
Miss F Fletcher, Planner

Ms Sarah Fendley

Mr Richard Harrington
Mark White

Mr A Ireland, Development Planning Officer, Anglia Region, Central Area

Helen Bracey, Clerk
Helen Wilson, Vice-Chairman

Mr ] Dowie, Director of Planning & Transport

Martin Garratt, Director

Tony Potter, Network manager
Colin Bambury, Network Strategy

Ted Unsworth, Convenor
Valerie Holt
Dr W T Lamb

Dr Sheila Jackson

Mrs ] Etheridge, Clerk
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Anne Campbell MP
Andrew Lansley MP

Mr J W Hall, Finance Director

Mrs ] Etheridge
Roger Pollard

Bill Thompson, Area Access Officer

Graham Thomas, Area Footpath Officer

Dr Roger Moreton, Footpath Secretary

David Elsom, Planning & Countryside Officer
Jack Lewry

Eastern England Regional Office

Mr Ben Koralek, Director
Delyth Turner-Harris, Programme Manager

APPENDICES

Cllr David Bard, Planning & Economic Development Portfolio Holder

Cllr Mrs Jane Healey, Girton Ward

Cllr Eustace Bullman, Girton Ward

Cller Robin Page

David Hussell, Development Services Director
Mr Keith Miles, Planning Policy Manager

Mr Andy Campbell, Managing Director

John Chaplin, Chair
Mr Akester

Ted Unsworth, Convenor
Lawrence Greene

George Winch

Fiona Cornish

Marcus Phipps
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TRANSPORT 2000

Mr Simon Norton, Co-ordinator

UNITED NATIONS ENVIRONMENT PROGRAMME - WORLD
CONSERVATION MONITORING CENTRE

WINDSOR ROAD RESIDENTS ASSOCIATION
Dr Anne Mullinger
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appendix a2

STAKEHOLDER MASTERPLAN WORKSHOP
PARTICIPANTS FROM THE CLIENT TEAM

The following members of the client team attended the Workshop:

CLIENT

David Adamson, Director

Lindsay Dane, Head of Property & Planning
Paul Milliner, Planning Officer

John Clarke, Planning Officer

Martin Whiteland, Environmental Officer
Tim Holt, Press Officer

WORKSHOP FACILITATOR

Kevin Murray

CONSULTANT TEAM

Charlie Ledward Mike Dean
Joanna Chambers

Craig Becconsall

Rob Cairns

Philippa Rech Max Wade
Adam Cook

Ashley Scott

Scott Duffus

Helen Sargant

Greg Callaghan
Elliot Page
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appendix a3

ATTENDEES TO STAKEHOLDER
MASTERPLAN WORKSHOP

ClIr John Hipkin Castle Ward

Myles Greensmith, Principal Research & Information Officer
David Roberts, Principal Planning Manager

Sybille Thirion, Transport Policy Manager

Catrin Davies, Planning Officer

Glenn Richardson, Urban Design Manager

Debbie Mack, Planning Officer

Cllr Eustace Bullman, Girton Ward, former Council Chairman
Helen Wilson, Vice-Chairman

Cllr Alex Reid, Newnham Ward
Cllr John Reynolds

Peter Studdert, Director for Sustainable Communities
Martin Garrett

Mark White

Max Wade

Jim Whiteley

Dr Roger Moreton
Jack Lewry

Shirley Fieldhouse
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APPENDICES

Cambridge Preservation Society
Carolin Gohler

Cambridge Green Belt Project
Ruth Hawkesley

The Wildlife Trust

Alastair Ross

Cambridge Cycling Campaign
Jim Chisholm

SHAPE Cambridge
Delyth Turner-Harris

Traffic International

Marcus Phipps

Alfred French & Sons
Karen Wardle

Cambridge Mobile Communications

Paul Davis

Huntingdon Road Residents Association (HURRA)

Valerie Holt
Dr W. T. Lamb
Wyn Unsworth

Concerned Residents of North West Cambridge (CRONC)

Professor Victor Whittaker
Mrs M P Whittaker
Kate Paterson

Windsor Road Residents Association (WIRE)

Mervyn West
Elsa Strietman

Storey’s Way Residents Association

Roger Akester

Conduit Head Road Residents Association

Anthony Twist

Lansdowne Road Residents Association

Dr Sheila Jackson

University Institute of Astronomy

Paul Aslin, Administrator
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David Adamson, Director

Lindsay Dane, Head of Property & Planning
Paul Milliner, Planning Officer

John Woods, Project Manager

Martin Whiteland, Environmental Officer
Tim Holt, Press & PR Officer

Greg Callaghan
Elliot Page

Mike Dean

Charles Ledward, Principal

Joanna Chambers, Director

Philippa Rech, Senior Planner

Rob Cairns, Senior Landscape Architect
Craig Becconsall, Masterplanning Consultant
Adam Cook, Landscape Architect

Helen Sargant, Sustainability Consultant
Ashey Scott

Scott Duffus
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A M Wilson
Andrew Aitchison
Andrew Crake
Annette Toure
Anthony Trust
Athony Whistel
B Fain
Backhurst
Brooks

C Thomas

Chris Lamaison
Chris Mayer
ClIr John Hipkin
Cllr Marie-Louise Holland
Colin Brown
Colin Carey

D Barlow

D Scorer

Dr AN Ede

Dr M Whittaker
Dr. Markus Kuhu
E & S McGregor
E Scott

E Todd

Eric Marland
Firmer

G Winch
George Webb
George Webb
GN Bullman
Graham Kind
Graham Moore
H Taylor
Harriet Gillett
Hewlett Twai
Hilary Steward
Howie

Isobel & Peter Fox
J & T Hoare

J Amphlet

J N Heath

J Perry

] Reid
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ATTENDEES TO PUBLIC EXHIBITION
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] Tiley

Jane Stevens

Janet Fenton

Janet Webb

Jennifer Talbot

John & Linda Taylor
John Durrant

John Satiss

K Hansen & Landreck
Kate De Courey
Kevin Devine

KM Bullman

Linda Dowding

Liz Keate

Lucian & Jane Nethsingham

M & D Demery

M & JM Glynn

M McCanspy

M Phipps

M Sohuius

Mary Griffin
Maureen Hackett
Michael Rice
Millhouse

Mo Stewart

Moore

Mr & Mrs Carrell
Mr & Mrs Dawson
Mr & Mrs Ganoren
Mr & Mrs Gosling
Mr & Mrs Kioman
Mr & Mrs McIntyre
Mr & Mrs Rutherford
Mr A T Grove

Mrs M Harris

Mrs S Greenwood
Mrs V Chivers

N Ward

Naomi Brookes
Neil & Genny Costello
Neil Walker

O U P Saxton

P D Tease

P Guilleband

P Haley

PJ] & MA Bradley
Prof & Mrs Cala

R Burgess

R Eagar

R F Griffin

RJ Richards

R Pollard

R W E Herwich

Resident of Thornton Rd

APPENDICES
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Richard & Di Sword
Ruth Hawksley

Sarah Crake

Sheila & Michael Hayward
Sherwin Hall

Sr P Burling

T Gardiner

T Mullikers

Tim & Margaret Pearce
W & H Papworth
Wilson

PARTICIPANTS

The assistance and keen participation shown by all stakeholders and
public exhibition attendees during the course of the event is gratefully
acknowledged.
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. Introduction

1.1 BACKGROUND

The University of Cambridge held a series of three Stakeholder Workshops
and Public Exhibitions and Open Evenings as part of the process of
developing a comprehensive Masterplan for the development of land at
North West Cambridge. These events took place between January and
March 2005 with the purpose of establishing a collaborative basis for
exploring key issues and establishing principles for the development of this
important site. The events comprised:

Stage 1: Issues and Opportunities
1. Stakeholder Workshop - 12 January 2005 (afternoon); and
2. Public Exhibition - 12 January 2005 (evening).

Stage 2: Masterplan Proposals Review
3. Stakeholder Masterplan Workshop - 25 January 2005 (full day); and
4. Public Exhibition - 27 January 2005 (evening).

Stage 3: Preliminary Masterplan Review

5. Preliminary Masterplan Proposals Stakeholder Workshop - 1 March 2005
(full day); and

6. Public Exhibition — 2 March 2005 (evening).

This report summarises the proceedings and outputs of the Stage 3
consultation events. It supplements the two previous reports on the Stage 1
and Stage 2 consultation events which have been distributed to all
participants at the Stakeholder Workshops. Further copies of this report can
be obtained from the University.

The content of the three reports has been posted on to the following website
www.cam.ac.uk/building and follow the link to North West Cambridge.

1.2 CONTEXT
The Site

The site is in the ownership of the University of Cambridge and is located to
the North West of the City. The site falls within an area bounded by
Huntingdon Road (A1307), Madingley Road (A1303) and the M11 motorway.
The eastern boundary of the site consists of large residential dwellings, to the
south by a mix of residential dwellings, colleges, university facilities and
park and ride facility. The western boundary is delineated by the M11 and
the northern boundary by the A14.



4| NORTH WEST CAMBRIDGE MASTERPLAN

The site currently accommodates the University Farm and other University
and non-University research facilities, and arable and grass farm land. It
includes an SSSI, and areas of ecological value.
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Planning Policy Context

Regional Planning Guidance for East Anglia to 2016 (RPG6) supports the
further development of higher education, research and technology and
echoes Government policy on the promotion of investment in knowledge
creation, transfer, exploitation and entrepreneurial activity. It sets out a clear
expectation for the Cambridge Sub-Region. The Sub-Region is to develop
further as a leader in education, research and knowledge-based industry
whilst protecting the historic character and environmental qualities of the
area. The guidance establishes the overall level of development to be
achieved together with a sequential approach to identifying sustainable
locations for development.

Land between Madingley Road and Huntingdon Road has been identified in
the Cambridgeshire & Peterborough Structure Plan as an area to
accommodate the future long term needs of the University. It is to be
developed as an expanded community focussed on the University and will
comprise a compact, mixed development with efficient use of land, improved
connections between housing, jobs, amenities and services and a very high
quality of urban design. The Structure Plan requires a masterplan to be
prepared for the site in parallel with the preparation of development plans.
The approach to masterplan preparation adopted by the University of
Cambridge is consistent with current planning objectives in both the
Structure Plan and in the Redeposit Draft Cambridge Local Plan (2004).

It is intended that the emerging Masterplan will inform the Cambridge Local
Plan Inquiry in Autumn 2005 and feed into the preparation of the Area
Action Plan for North West Cambridge which is expected to start late this
year and will form part of the South Cambridgeshire Local Development
Framework.
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1.3 CONSULTATION PROCESS

The site has the potential to make a significant contribution to new student
accommodation, academic and collaborative research facilities that the
University requires over the coming years, and in particular to meeting the
need for affordable housing for University staff (key worker housing), with
further housing available for sale to relieve the general housing shortage in
Cambridge.

Whatever development is ultimately proposed for the site, the University of
Cambridge is clear that it must be high quality, and encompass principles
that maximise the benefit to North West Cambridge, the wider Cambridge
area and the nation, as well as the University specifically.

The University recognises the complexity, magnitude and potential of the
proposed development at North West Cambridge and therefore understands
that it is essential to undertake an extensive and collaborative consultation
process in the preparation of a comprehensive Masterplan. Following
consultation with the local planning authorities, the University has adopted a
clearly defined approach to the preparation of the Masterplan which is based
on collaboration with key stakeholders and local residents and follows
Government guidance given in Planning Policy Statement 1 (PPS1) —
Creating Sustainable Communities. The process of Masterplan preparation
has therefore started with three preliminary phases of consultation and
collaborative working, as follows:

e  Stage 1: Issues and opportunities review;
e  Stage 2: Review of site wide masterplan proposals; and

e  Stage 3: Preliminary Masterplan proposals.

The collaborative workshop process being undertaken by the University
allows potential opportunities, constraints and aspirations to be thoroughly
examined by interested parties. It will also assist with the establishment of
design principles and parameters of the preferred options. This process
encourages innovative solutions to issues such as transport, ecology, mixed
uses and design.

Each of the three preliminary stages of consultation has involved workshops,
to which a variety of stakeholders have been invited, including
representatives from Cambridge City Council, South Cambridgeshire District
Council and Cambridgeshire County Council and representatives from
organisations including residents associations, CABE, English Partnerships,
EEDA, Cambridgeshire Horizons, GO-East, the Environment Agency,
transport providers and local environmental groups.

The purpose of the three-staged approach has been to build up a series of
preliminary masterplan proposals for the NW Cambridge site in a controlled
and planned manner. Furthermore, through this transparent approach, key
stakeholders have been involved in the formative stages of the Masterplan
and have been able to gain a thorough understanding of the requirements
and issues and so there has also been the opportunity for stakeholders to
influence the Masterplan development process.

This collaborative approach to plan making, fully supported and encouraged
by Government, mitigates potential conflict through discussion. It can
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thereby assist in the development of a masterplan which has ‘buy-in” from
the various stakeholders. It is intended that the outputs from the
collaborative Workshop events will inform the Cambridge Local Plan Inquiry
which is due to commence in September 2005.

This report, prepared by the consultant team with the University, provides
an account of the proceedings and summarises the outputs of the Stage 3
events.

1.4 AIMS OF THE STAGE 3 PRELIMINARY MASTERPLAN
PROPOSALS WORKSHOP

The aim of the Stage 3 Preliminary Masterplan Proposals Workshop was to
report the feedback from the Stage 2 consultation, discuss the results of the
technical testing of preliminary options undertaken by the consultants,
review the illustrative Masterplan, identify the requirement for modifications
and to agree a set of preliminary design principles. The overall objective has
been to develop a preliminary Masterplan option for the site of the highest
quality based on local constraints and urban design principles which reflects
the comments received from stakeholders. By adopting a collaborative
approach, the emphasis has been on developing creative and spatial
solutions to address the outstanding concerns of participants in the
development of the illustrative Masterplan and design principles.

The Preliminary Masterplan Proposals Workshop brought together key
stakeholders - technical advisors, County Council and City Council officers,
statutory agencies and interest groups - to investigate possibilities for the
future of the proposals for the site at North West Cambridge. A full list of
the organisations and individuals invited is included in Appendix A2, and
the schedule of attendees is included in Appendix A3.

1.5 AIMS OF THE PUBLIC EXHIBITION

The aim of the Public Exhibition was to provide a forum and opportunity for
the public to view and comment on the emerging Masterplan option and the
modifications undertaken to reflect the outputs of the Stakeholder
Workshop. The Exhibition also informed the public of the next stage of the
Masterplan process.

The Preliminary Masterplan Proposals Workshop and the Public Exhibition
provided a forum to continue the development and refinement of the
preferred Masterplan option for North West Cambridge.

1.6 GOALS AND OUTPUTS OF THE STAGE 3 CONSULTATION

The objective of the staged consultation process was to achieve the following
outputs:

e Identify key issues and opportunities;

e  Establish guiding spatial principles and parameters;

e Identify outstanding issues for further consideration and development;
e  Highlight specific projects for more detailed testing; and

e Consider and develop Masterplan options.

The objective of the Workshop and Public Exhibition was to present and
refine the preferred Masterplan option that had evolved following Stages 1
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and 2 of the consultation process and the more detailed technical testing
undertaken and to outline the next steps in the project process.

In realising this goal, the purposes of the Stakeholder Workshop and the
Public Exhibition were met. This enabled the project team to understand the
views and aspirations of stakeholders and local residents, and to reflect this
in the development of the Masterplan option and establishment of design
principles.
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2. key stakeholders

2.1 OVERVIEW

The intention of the Preliminary Masterplan Proposals Workshop was to
inform key stakeholders of feedback from the previous consultation events
and to engage them in the next stages of the Masterplanning process, the
refinement of the preferred Masterplan option and the development of
design principles and parameters.

The Workshop commenced with introductory comments from the Estate
Management and Building Service (EMBS) department of the University.
This was followed by a presentation from the project team and two themed
group breakout workshop sessions. The day concluded with the participants
re-assembling to present the findings of breakout sessions and to review
modifications to the illustrative Masterplan with the wider group.

The Masterplan Workshop was attended by 30 stakeholders (see Appendix
A3) including representatives from the three local authorities, from statutory
bodies, other organisations and local residents associations.

2.2 INTRODUCTORY COMMENTS

The introductory comments from EMBS established the University objectives
and role in North West Cambridge and explained the nature and reasons for
the consultation process. The opening statement also informed participants
of the progression of the masterplan and the planning process and provided
details of the studies undertaken by the University to establish development
requirements.

The University highlighted its commitment to preparing the Masterplan for
North West Cambridge as part of an on-going collaborative process which
should continue into the future.

2.3 CONSULTANT PRESENTATION
The project team made a presentation which encompassed:
e Aims of the Workshop and programme for the event;

e Masterplanning process, including an explanation of how the
consultation fits into this process;

e  Feedback and Outcomes of the previous consultation events;

e Report on the technical testing of three preliminary options that emerged
from the Stage 2 Workshop;

e Development Content of the masterplan including the identification of
possible land uses and clarification of University’s needs;

e Refinement of the preferred option;
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e Key development and design principles and parameters for specific
elements of the Masterplan; and

e  Explanation of the tasks to be undertaken in the workshop breakout
sessions.

2.4 FIRST BREAKOUT SESSION: EVALUATION OF OPTION
APPRAISAL

Following the project team presentation, the participants were divided into
three groups to discuss the preliminary options and the option appraisal.
The participants were asked to:

e Consider the evaluation of options and confirm the preferred option;

e Review the illustrative masterplan and identify any requirements for
modification; and

e Agree key development principles.

Summaries of the outputs of each of these groups are provided below.

The three Preliminary Options considered at the Workshop are illustrated
below.

Option 1
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Option 2.
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The Illustrative Masterplan presented to participants at the Stakeholder
Workshop is illustrated overleaf. This is based on the preferred option which
emerged from the option appraisal undertaken by the project team following
the second Stakeholder Workshop.
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Illustrative Masterplan

Group 1:

The group identified a preference for Option 1. Key issues raised by the
group included:

e 19 Acre field a transitional area — suitable for low density/private
housing;

e High density/key worker housing should be located close to local
centre;

¢ Need to consider other development and access — NIAB, Thornton Road;

e Support for widening of Girton Gap on Huntingdon Road frontage and
preservation of open views;

e Need to consider relationship of buildings to open space and creation of
enclosure e.g: Bath, existing parts of Cambridge;

e Importance of creating noise buffer to M11;

e Key concerns relate to size of gap, scale, density and relationship of
buildings to open space.

Group 2:

The group identified a preference for Option 1. Key issues raised by the
group included:

e Need to high quality green space;

e Importance of creating sense of identity /community;

e Need to refine option 1:
e Relocate buildings from Girton Gap elsewhere on site;
e  Reinforce noise barrier;

e Need for greater variety / mix of residential development
across the site;
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e Identify areas suitable for taller buildings;
e  Provision for bus priority routes;
¢  Planning and management of green space;

Concern about funding of community facilities and how this will be
secured; and

Requirement for community facilities dependent on mix of housing.

Group 3:

The group identified a preference for Option 1. Key issues raised by the
group included:

Concern about integration and phasing of development within different
administrative areas and subject to different planning policy
frameworks. Need for comprehensive approach;

Timescale of community facilities — how will these be secured at an early
stage of development if not part of first phase as shown in Local Plan?
Community facilities required at early stage;

Need to look at area comprehensively including adjacent NIAB
development;

Concern about nature of road access through the site and creation of all
traffic links — need to control through movements/rat running;

Need to reinforce M11 boundary - tree planting/noise mitigation;

Creation of major entrance into Cambridge — need for high architectural
standards;

Academic/research space could be located closer to motorway with
more green space within site — potential to bring development closer to
motorway;

Importance of Girton Gap — concern about development within Gap and
need to strengthen its protection/views;

Need to highlight pedestrian/cycle routes;

Potential for creation of Country Park along M11 and links to
Countryside;

Need to review edge treatment;

Lower density development at eastern end and more intense towards
centre and at western end of site;

Importance of green space design; and

Development to be viewed as urban extension/village extensions and
designed to minimise impacts.

All of the break-out groups endorsed the findings of the option appraisal
undertaken by the project team and the identification of Option 1 as the

preferred option. However, each of the groups identified the need for some
modifications to be undertaken in the further refinement of the illustrative

Masterplan.
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2.5 SECOND BREAKOUT SESSION: PRELIMINARY DESIGN IDEAS

The workshop participants divided into three groups for themed sessions
which focused on detailed design issues relating to individual elements of
the Masterplan. The groups considered the following topics:

e  Group 1: Green Space Network and Treatment of M11 Buffer Area.
e Group 2: 19 Acre Field
e Group 3: Local Centre/Central Open Space

Group 1: Green Space Network

Key issues raised by Group 1 regarding the Green Space network may be
summarised as follows:

e Need to recognise variety of open space functions — recreation, ecology,
amenity, environmental and visual;

e Need for early noise study to assess impacts of M11 and establish design
parameters;

e Preference for good contemporary design of buildings alongside M11
and high quality landscaping extending as fingers of landscaping into
development. Parking and services to be screened;

e Importance of developing network of open space and public access
between green spaces. Concern about provision/ management/
maintenance of large number of small spaces and preference for network
of larger spaces;

e  Support for N-S boulevard to link spaces;
e Support for creation of wider gap by relocation of local centre;

e Importance of good management and establishment of
endorsement/trust to secure future management of green space;

e  Support for increasing density of development in suitable locations to
increase provision of green space;

e  Green space should be more permeable and visible; and

e Importance of retaining/enhancing open views.

Group 2: 19 Acre Field
Key issues raised by Group 2 regarding the development of the 19 Acre Field
may be summarised as follows:

e Importance of treating the 19 Acre Field as part of a comprehensive
development, not as a isolated site;

e Potential for variation in density over site;

e Importance of retention of a substantial buffer to existing properties and
integration of new development with existing urban area;

e Need to ensure high quality of development which is sensitive to the
character of surrounding area;

e  Retention of view corridors across 19 Acre Field e.g. to Chapel;

e DPotential for development of market housing to support
infrastructure/key worker housing; and

e Concept of the North to South Boulevard could be continued across the
site.
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Group 3: Local Centre/Central Open Space
Key issues raised by Group 3 regarding the Local Centre/Central Open
Space may be summarised as follows:

Central Open Space needs to be an integral part of overall concept from
the outset. Need to ensure a sense of completion at each stage of
development;

Concern about how local centre will relate to surrounding area and new
development (e.g. NIAB) — the area is already underprovided for in
terms of shops and other community facilities;

Support for consolidation of central open space to provide visual and
architectural coherence. Green gap should extend through site;

Local centre should be consolidated in one location with potential for
higher density;

Local centre should include transport interchange, health centre,
meeting rooms, nursery, 2-3 local shops, primary school, pub (food and
drink) uses. Need to consider impact on existing facilities in Girton;

Potential for higher buildings around central open space but concern
about height of buildings on University Farm Road.

General Comments

A number of general comments were raised by workshop participants when
the groups reconvened. These may be summarised as follows:

Importance of green space as a key structuring element — quality should
not be reduced as scheme developed and quality should be assured;

Open space provides opportunity for density of development to vary —
increased density can facilitate increase in green space;

Open spaces need form and function — masterplan allows for range of
type and character;

Importance of ensuring variety in residential development — not a
homogeneous site;

Importance of establishing appropriate location of Local Centre and
ensuring that this is not prejudiced by phasing of development in order
to serve the site and the surrounding area and release of land. Need to
reconcile reasonable aspiration of creating Local Centre and releasing
land in phased way in relation to demand;

Open space provides potential for creating unique development;

Importance of establishing strong character and sense of place. Views,
open space and green links will be an important element to create a
‘garden city’ feel;

Potential for variety of scale, density and character;

Need for further consideration of development density and mix; local
centre; height/skylines and views; community provision and needs and
traffic routing/public transport;

Need to consider linkages to NIAB and West Cambridge;

Need for flexibility to allow for evolution and change over time and
possible temporary uses;

Consider models for management e.g. Community Trust;
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e Importance of design codes and briefs to ensure quality of design and
development; and

e Importance of wildlife habitat and corridors and possible designation of
Nature Reserve as part of open space network.

2.6 MODIFICATIONS TO DRAFT MASTERPLAN

A number of key issues and modifications to the illustrative Masterplan were
proposed during the Stakeholder Workshop. Key areas for improvement
highlighted by workshop participants related to:

e  Protection and reinforcement of the Girton Gap;

e  Provision of an adequate buffer to existing properties in Huntingdon
Road and for building heights, character and quality of development on
19 Acre Field to reflect local character;

e  Stronger relationship between local centre and central open space and
provision for future growth of local centre to meet needs of growing
community over time;

e  Better pedestrian connections and creation of high quality urban edge
and noise buffer to M11; and

e Reinforcement of network of open spaces.

Immediately following the Stakeholder Workshop, the project team modified
the illustrative masterplan to reflect the issues raised by stakeholders. The
revised Masterplan is illustrated below.

The modifications to the illustrative Masterplan are summarised below:
e Removal of built development from Girton Gap;
e Re-structuring of central open space;

e  Reinforcement of buffer zone to M11 with more continuous edge of
building to create noise buffer and high quality urban edge;
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e Increase in amount of internal green space and new connections as part
of green network;

e Redesign of local centre to provide frontage to central open space;

e  Establishment of extended landscaped buffer to properties in
Huntingdon Road; and

e Increased variety in form/layout of residential development.

The revised illustrative Masterplan was presented for comment at the Public
Exhibition.
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3. exhibition

3.1 OVERVIEW

A public exhibition and open evening was held on Wednesday 2 March 2005
in the Long Room, New Hall for local residents and other interested parties.

The exhibition explained the following:

e The collaborative process the University is undertaking to develop the
Masterplan for North West Cambridge;

e  The feedback from the second stakeholder workshop and public
exhibition including the response to preliminary masterplan options;

e Summary of results of the Stage 2 Questionnaire;
e  Analysis and technical testing of the preliminary masterplan options;

e  Refinement of preferred option and illustrative Masterplan following
Stakeholder Workshop; and

e The next steps in the process.

Two large tables were provided for discussion purposes, with large copies of
the illustrative Masterplan and modified Masterplan. Various technical
specialists were in attendance to answer questions and provide advice.

The event was publicised through a mailshot of over 2,000 leaflets to
households in the area and a notice on the University’s North West
Cambridge website.

3.2 RESPONSES

Approximately 150 people attended the public exhibition. Comments and
questions focused on the following principal areas:

e  Protection of Girton Gap;

e Need for sensitive development of 19 Acre Field to reflect local
character;

e Need for adequate buffer between development and properties in
Huntingdon Road;

e Importance of green space and need to maximise open space and retain
important local features;

e Importance of effective buffer to M11;
e  Traffic impact;
e  Timescale for provision of community facilities; and

e  Development density and mix.
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There was general endorsement of Option 1 as the preferred Masterplan
Option and comments received at the exhibition indicated general support
for the modifications to the illustrative Masterplan which had been made
after the Stakeholder Workshop.

All participants were handed a questionnaire (refer to Appendix al) to
complete and return either during the session or by post (see Section 4).

The feedback from the exhibition and the questionnaire will inform the
assessment and refinement of the emerging Masterplan option for future
development at North West Cambridge.
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4. questionnalre

4.1 OVERVIEW

A questionnaire was distributed to participants at the Public Exhibition to
give them an opportunity to comment on the evaluation of the Preliminary
Masterplan options, the Illustrative Masterplan and modifications made
following the stakeholder Workshop and the emerging design principles.
Participants were also asked whether they would like to be involved in any
further consultation events and whether they felt the events they attended
were useful.

The exhibition boards were also displayed after the exhibition on the EMBS
website at www.cam.ac.uk/building. A total of 24 questionnaire responses
were received during and following the Public Exhibition from individuals
who attended the exhibition.

4.2 KEY ISSUES RAISED IN RESPONSES FROM ATTENDEES AT THE
EXHIBITION

The questionnaire responses are summarised below.

81 per cent of participants who responded to Question 1 agreed with the
project team’s evaluation of the Preliminary Masterplan Options. The
following reasons were given for this:

e Taking seriously the traffic problems relating to the A1307;

e The intention of inter-relating the new development with existing
housing on the east of the A1307;

e  The best option offered because it was less intrusive upon the local
community;

¢ One needs much more detail e.g. height and density of houses and
greater evaluation of traffic flow problems;

e More even development over the whole site. As a resident of Storey's
Way, I strongly approve of 'small scale' housing near St. Giles' Cemetery;

e  Puta controlled pedestrian crossing of Huntingdon Rd into the tree-
lined avenue, i.e. closer to Cambridge than the two proposed access
points which would make access much safer for pedestrians and cyclists;
and

e  Encouraging use of land near motorway for commercial/university
buildings - thus allowing lower density of housing and more open
spaces.

84 per cent of participants who responded to Question 2 agreed with the
project team’s conclusions that Preliminary Option 1 provided a better
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approach to development than Options 2 and 3. The respondents who didn’t
agree that Option 1 was the preferred approach expressed concerns about the
criteria used to assess the options and generally believed that no
development should take place on the site.

A large proportion of participants felt that the Illustrative Masterplan still
requires some further modification as indicated below.

Views on the lllustrative Masterplan

m Addresses key

44% 39% Isses

O Does not
addreess key
issues

0 Requires some
changes

17%

Individual comments made are summarised below:

The cemetery at the end of All Souls Lane should be better protected
from becoming a cut-through from the 19 Acre Field towards Histon
Road shops by a hedge being planted all along the border;

The interrelation of the new development with other traffic feeding into
the A1307 and the A14 existing traffic flows needs to be considered;

Further consideration required of transport difficulties and integration
with local residents and industries;

Good improvement to noise barrier against M11 (crucial) and need to
strengthen definition of spaces by buildings.

The masterplan fails to allow for near-general car ownership as the
failure of St. Johns development on Storeys Way shows;

Underground parking could be provided- at least for the proposed
apartment block(s);

The major space should be enlarged by increasing density of
development, and set aside as a country park;

Design criteria need to be developed to ensure development at Bedzed
Standards;

Option 1 is unconvincing because by not having much residential
accommodation near east boundary it requires too much travel by
residents; and by not having research development near south boundary
it reduces contact between West Cambridge and NW Cambridge
developments. Option 1 maximises travel for both residents and
academics;

The large park area seems a desirable space but is in effect a roundabout.
How about a road on one side?;

Light pollution issues;

Need for coordination with NIAB development;
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e  The Cambridge side of development is imaginative. Need to work
harder on the South Cambridgeshire side to make it acceptable;

e  The provision for private motor vehicles seems to be neglected from an
access of parking point of view. (Multi-storey car parking/underground
car parking); and

e Looks very good, but transport problems and cycle exits to Storey's Way
need to be addressed.

Analysis of the Questionnaire responses identified that the participants had
strong views on key design principles which should guide the design of
development. Their responses are summarised below:

e  The protection of existing sites of historical and botanical interest such as
the cemetery on All Souls Lane, should be protected from becoming a
shortcut by having private houses built along the entire border with the
19 Acre field;

e Improvement of traffic flows in Cambridge by providing a ring road?;

¢ Intermingling of University development with other new community’
features;

e Retention of good open spaces;

¢ The amount of development on the site is too extensive and intrusive
and will cause more domination of Cambridge which is already too
great;

e Transport will be critical - Huntingdon Road is already infested -
Northstowe and NIAB development need to be considered;

e  Minimum disruption to enjoyment of existing householders;

e Needs solution to traffic flow and parking problems before development
starts;

e Lengthy timescale for phasing;

e Don’t go overboard on greenery. The development should feel neither
like a science park nor a village but part of a town;

e Keep the large scale development as far from the existing built-up area
as possible;

e Access by non-car modes/Bedzed principles, zero energy, zero waste;
modern innovative design and major open space;

e  Separate pedestrian/cycle points seem to have disappeared.

e Important to ensure does not encourage orbital movement from
Madingley Road into Huntingdon Road (i.e. car not bus).

e Integrating the University on the community rather than isolating it
behind walls/roads/fences/no entry signs etc. etc. The cloister concept
still prevails!

e  Use of open space combined with excellent architecture. Nothing too
close and large to existing residential areas, a gradation of height away
from existing two storey buildings;

e  Ratruns must be avoided - a 2nd Huntingdon Rd through the middle
would be helpful;

e  Minimise travel of users, both residents and academics. Maximise access
to retail /community facilities for people outside as well as inside the
area;
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Must have integrity; excellence of design and materials; build of its time;
environmental/sustainable/space — recreational facilities; enough room
to fly a kite; cars must remain a reality for families and society; more off
cycle route provision; preserve view; human scale connectivity; more
roads for cars;

Detailed information on the constraints of the project;

Sustainable housing, e.g. condensing boilers, double glazing, etc.; self
build housing as part of the key-worker allocations;

A blend of built-form and open space rather than a separation of the
two. The 'luxury' of tall buildings around generous open spaces;

Traffic movement within the development and surrounding areas;

Access from the M11 should be looked at in order that Huntingdon Road
& Madingley Road do not become totally congested /worn out. Junction
13 needs modifying so access from the north is possible onto Madingley
Road and vice versa; and

Provision of adequate reasonably priced housing for key workers in the
University.

Responses identified that 100 per cent of participants who responded to
Question 5 of the questionnaire found the consultation events useful and
requested to be included in future events.

The key issues raised in response to Question 5 include:

The last event was better than the previous two because it showed us
what you propose;

Without these efforts we would have known little of the plans. The most
recent exhibition was a great improvement in visibility /accessibility of
the plans;

Only partially helpful. Plans are necessarily detached but the method of
display only useful for a small number of people - either at the tables or
on the boards;

Adpvisors were helpful but sometimes overwhelmed with enquiries;
Avoid jargon and please supply 3D models when possible;

Several more such meetings would be helpful over 2/3 year period
before approval and also close involvement in a practical way of SCDC
and Girton PC;

The University needs to be aware of local opinion and we need to feel
part of the process and be kept informed;

It is crucial the University works with local people not in isolation; and

Need to continue to consult as widely as possible.
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5. the next steps

The preliminary three stages of consultation have provided a valuable basis
for taking forward the development of the Masterplan for North West
Cambridge and the University will continue to work with stakeholders in the
further development of the Masterplan.

The results of the collaborative process undertaken between January and
March 2005 and the preliminary Masterplan concept which has been
developed in collaboration with stakeholders will inform the Cambridge City
Local Plan Inquiry which is due to commence in September 2005.
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append

APPENDICES

- 2
PRELIMINARY MASTERPLAN PROPOSALS
STAKEHOLDER WORKSHOP INVITEES

The following individuals and organisations were invited to the North
West Cambridge Masterplan Stakeholder Workshop:

Ms Karen Wardle

Mr Steve Raven, Development Engineering
Andrew Hagues, Developer Account Manager

Reverend Philippa King
Steve Parnwell
Chris Vine

Cllr Jenny Bailey, Executive Councillor — Planning and Transport
Cllr Alan Baker, Chair - Planning Committee

Cllr Marie-Louise Holland, Castle Ward

Cllr Simon Kightley, Castle Ward

ClIr John Hipkin, Castle Ward

Cllr Sian Reid, Newnham Ward

ClIr Julie Smith, Newnham Ward

Cllr Rod Cantrill, Newnham Ward

Mr Brian Human, Head of Policy and Projects

Mr David Roberts, Planning Policy Manager

Sybille Thirion, Transport Policy Manager

Glenn Richardson, Urban Design Manager

Debbie Mack, Planning Officer

Catrin Davies, Planning Officer

Myles Greensmith, Principal Research Information Officer

Jim Chisholm
Mr M. Lucas-Smith

Professor Marcial Echenique
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Mr Ian Webb
Ms Naomi Brookes, Project Manager

Mr Paul Davies

Carolin Gohler

Ian Burns, Head of Infrastructure

Ms Clare Macrae

Mr Bob Hardy

Cllr John Reynolds, Girton Ward

CllIr David White, Castle Ward

CllIr Alexander Reid, Newnham Ward

Brian Smith, Director of Environment & Transport
Mark Vigor, Head of Strategic Planning

Kathy Baldwin, Strategic Planning Manager
Graham Hughes, Head of Transport Development

Sir David Trippier, Chairman

Mr Stephen Catchpole, Chief Executive

Mr John Onslow, Director for Development

Mr Peter Studdert, Director for Sustainable Communities

Martin Baker, Senior Conservation Officer
Mr Alistair Ross, Conservation Officer

Ms T Humphrey, Branch Co-ordinator
Ms Shirley Fieldhouse

Mrs ] M Rigley, Burser

Mrs ] Etheridge, Chair
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Mrs Kate Paterson
Professor & Mrs Victor Whittaker

Anthony Twist

Graham King

Ms N Blaken, Planning & Development Manager

Jim Whiteley

Greg Luton, Director, East of England
Miss F Fletcher, Planner
Jenny Carlile

Ms Sarah Fendley

Mr Richard Harrington
Mark White

Mr A Ireland, Development Planning Officer, Anglia Region, Central
Area

Mr CL Pratt, Bursar

Ms D Lowther, Bursar

Helen Bracey, Clerk
Helen Wilson, Vice-Chairman

Mr ] Dowie, Director of Planning & Transport

Martin Garratt, Director

Tony Potter, Network Manager
Colin Bambury, Network Strategy

Ted Unsworth, Convenor
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Valerie Holt
Dr W T Lamb

Dr Sheila Jackson

Anne Campbell MP
Andrew Lansley MP

Mr ] W Hall, Finance Director

Mr NRM Wright, Bursar

Roger Pollard

Bill Thompson, Area Access Officer

Graham Thomas, Area Footpath Officer

Dr Roger Moreton, Footpath Secretary

David Elsom, Planning & Countryside Officer
Jack Lewry, Footpath Secretary

Eastern England Regional Office

Mr Ben Koralek, Director
Delyth Turner-Harris, Programme Manager

Cllr David Bard, Planning & Economic Development Portfolio Holder
Cllr Mrs Jane Healey, Girton Ward

Cllr Eustace Bullman, Girton Ward

Cllr Robin Page

David Hussell, Development Services Director

Mr Keith Miles, Planning Policy Manager

Mr Andy Campbell, Managing Director

John Chaplin, Chair
Mr Akester

Ted Unsworth, Convenor
Lawrence Greene

George Winch

Fiona Cornish
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THE TRAVELLERS REST PUBLIC HOUSE

TRAFFIC INTERNATIONAL
Marcus Phipps

TRANSPORT 2000
Mr Simon Norton, Co-ordinator

UNITED NATIONS ENVIRONMENT PROGRAMME - WORLD
CONSERVATION MONITORING CENTRE

WINDSOR ROAD RESIDENTS ASSOCIATION

Dr Anne Mullinger, Convenor
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appendix a3

PRELIMINARY MASTERPLAN PROPOSALS
WORKSHOP PARTICIPANTS

Brian Human, Head of Policy and Projects

David Roberts, Principal Planning Manager

Debbie Mack, Planning Officer

Myles Greensmith, Information Officer

Clare Rankin, Planning Officer

Councillor John Hipkin, Castle Ward

Councillor Jenny Bailey, Executive Councillor, Planning & Transport

Councillor David Bard, Planning & Economic Development Portfolio
Holder

Councillor John Reynolds, Girton Ward
Councillor Alex Reid, Newnham Ward
Kathy Baldwin, Strategic Planning Manager

Helen Wilson, Vice-Chairman

Peter Studdert, Director for Sustainable Communities
Jennifer Rigby, Bursar

Marcus Phipps

Jack Lewry

Ian Burns

Roger Pollard
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Anthony Twist

Roger Akester

Laurence Greene
George Winch

Wyn Unsworth
Dr W T Lamb

Kate Paterson

Dr Anne Mullinger

PARTICIPANTS FROM THE CLIENT TEAM

The following members of the client team attended the Workshop:

CLIENT

David Adamson, Director

Lindsay Dane, Head of Property & Planning
Paul Milliner, Planning Officer

John Clark, Planning Officer

Martin Whiteland, Environmental Officer
Tim Holt, Press Officer

John Woods, Project Manager

WORKSHOP FACILITATOR

Kevin Murray

CONSULTANT TEAM

EDAW (Planning and Urban Design)
Bill Hanway

Charlie Ledward

Joanna Chambers

Craig Becconsall

Helen Sargant

Rob Cairns

Greg Callaghan
Elliot Page

Mike Dean
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David Brading

A W Jackman
Mark Cressey
Paula Cressey

A. H. Eden

Jim Pearce Higgins
Laurence Greene
Robert Moor
Markus Kuhn
Richard Millhouse
Philip Gaskell
Catherine Gaskell
J M Cook

Roger Pollard

S A Greenwood

C Winterton

Ian Stewart

John Clark

David Wilman
Richard de Horsey
Penny Heath
Nick Ward

Colin Fraser
Sabine Buchholz
Chris Thomas
Jenny Greene
Paul Aslin

D McDonald

R C Campbell

A & M Howie
MWH & S Day
Harriet Gillett
Gerardo Frayiso
Phil Gilbert

RJ Richards

Tim Cribb

Ann Jenison

Kim Dennis

Julia & Anthony Twist
Colin Campbell
George Stevens
Marie-Louise Holland
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ATTENDEES TO PUBLIC EXHIBITION
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John Hipkin

Allan Stoop

Helen Smith

Karen Wardle

Alex Reid

A J Flinn

Martyn Poad

Fox Family

Anne & Alastair Lorimer
Ian & Jenifer Glynn
Chris & Stephanie Bishop
Sian Reid

D Newbury

B M ] Bednarczyk
Mr Whittaker

C R Whittaker

T Robinson

P Farman

Michelle Heydon

A Dowding

J Dowding

E W Bullman

K M Bullman

Nigel Boulding

B Reynolds
Francoise Goad

J R Head

Douglas Head

D Barlow

Gregor Alvey

Sarah Alan

P Martin

I. Bucklow

] & A Williams

Ann & Hugh Taylor
Sister Ann Catherine Swailes
Barrie Pain

Anne Rennie

Mr Demery

Eric Marland

PARTICIPANTS

APPENDICES

The assistance and keen participation shown by all stakeholders and
public exhibition attendees during the course of the event is gratefully

acknowledged.






Appendix 2: 2006 Issues & Options Workshop Report

































Appendix 3: 2009 Stakeholder Workshops and Public Consultation Report






















































































































































Appendix 4: 2010 Stakeholder Workshops and Public Consultation Report






































































































Appendix 5: Cambridgeshire Horizons Design Review Panel Letter
























Appendix 6: Cabe Design Review Panel Letter















Appendix 7: Working with You: Working in Partnership to create a better Community
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